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introduce and discuss with much satisfaction, the | the United States to aid internal improvements. 


votes he gave and the course he pursued during 
the last session of this Congress. 1 shall not fol- 
jow in his wake, and like the devotees of Bacchus 
at the feast of Alexander, of whom it was said— 
«Thrice they fought their battles o’er again, 
And thrice they slew the slain.”’ 
j shall speak merely to the simple amendment I 
have proposed. I am not going to discuss the 
constitutional question here. I see that question 
is inexcellent hands. [am sorry that it could not 
have remained on the opposite side of the House. 
Light seems to be breaking in upon us, and the 
old marble is beginning to crumble. We live in an 
age of progress—progress in politics as well as 
progress in everything else, There was a time in 
ancient history—ecclesiastical history—-when the 
flaw of God was made of none effect through tra- 
dition. Just so it is with the ancient Democracy 
of this country. I was a Democrat. My father 
before me, and all my ancestors, were Whigs. 
The first song which ever I sung was “‘ Jefferson 
and liberty.” I should like a good chance to sing 
it now. {Roars of laughter, and cries of “ Sing 
it!” 

Why, sir, Jeffersonian Democracy was a very | 
different thing from the pseudo Democracy of these 
degenerate days. In the better days of the Re- 
public, President Jefferson said, “* Place the spin- | 
ning wheel and the loom by the side of the plough.” 
President Jefferson was no friendto a great Navy; | 
and John Randolph, of whom the sons of Virginia 
are justly proud, denounced this system which is 
now annually involving us in an expenditure of | 
$10,000,000. He denounced it, and said, “ This 
is that miserable system which every night brings 
thousands of . Englishmen supperless to bed.” 
President Jefferson went for gun-boats. That was 
his Democracy. What is our Democracy ? 

Mr. JONES {interposing) inquired if the hour 
had pot arrived when this debate’ was to close? | 

The CHAIRMAN said, the gentleman from 
New York had subjnitted an amendment, on which 
he had a right to speak. 

Mr. JONES said, that when the debate closed 
the gentleman who reported the bill had a right to 
speak for an hour. 

Mr. CLARKE. 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the gentleman from 
Tennessee was right; but that by unanimous con- 
sent the gentleman from New York could proceed. 

Mr. JONES objected. 

Mr. CLARKE. 
friend 
TheCHAIRMAN called the gentleman to order. 
Mr. CLARKE. ThenI will go on and speak 
to my amendment. 

President Jefferson went for the ordinance of | 
1787—that blessed ordinance which devoted all the 
territory north of the Ohio to freedom in those 
days of progress. ‘That has ceased to be Demo- | 
cratic—it is now a northern aggression. The ap- 
plication of the same principle now to our terri- 
tory is deemed by a large portion of the Democra- 
cy to be good cause for a division of the Union. 


I shall be through in ten min- 





The first time I have known a tariff for protec- || 


tion advised by any of our Presidents, is in one of | 
the messages of President Jefferson. That has 
long since ceased to be Democratic; and in one of | 
the States of the Union, where Democracy has | 
full and unobstructed sway, it is deemed good | 
cause for secession from the Union. 
_The Democracy of President Jefferson was pa- 
cifie—it shunned all war. Modern Democracy is | 
warlike—it goes Tor war and conquest. There is | 
scarcely a principle or practice of that great apos- 
tle of Democracy which remains; the name only 
remains. 
President Jefferson first, I think, of any of our 
residents, recommended a system of internal im- 
provements. That was good Democratic doctrine 
ull the State of New York wanted a portion of that 
same public domain which, in her generosity, she 
had ceded to the Union, to enable her to make the 
Erie canal. It then became unconstitutional for 
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| attribute that to 


| Indians. 


| party ? 


You gave his bronze statue the place of honor in 
the Rotundo of this Capitol; then, having repudia- 


| ted his doctrines, you did well to turn out his 


statue bare-headed, to the peltings of the storm. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gormay] has 
read us a lecture on the subject of Whig extrava- 
gance, and has more than insinuated that the debt 
of this nation is attributable to the Whig party. 
Gur debt eriginated m the war of the Revelution. 
The gentleman will hardly find fault with that 
debt. The next debt incurred, was for the yur 
chase of Louisiana. The gentleman will hardly 
Whigs. The next debt grew 
out of the war of 18]2. Does the gentleman com- 
plain of that debt? Will he venture to impute 
that debt to any other than the Democratic party? 
The next debt grew out of the purchase of Flor- 
ida. The next accession to that debt crew out of 
that miserable war which was waged against the 
The gentleman will. hardly venture to 
affirm that that miserable war and its abominable 
extravagances is attributable to Whigs. ‘The next 
great accession of debt grew out of the late war 


| with Mexico. Will the gentleman say that the 


Whigs created that debt? In regular succession, 
and as an incident to the war with Mexico, comes 
the $10,000,000 debt, which we have incurred, to 


hire Texas to accept of seventy million square 


| miles of free territory, and to graciously forbear to 


voto war with the United States. J] am not aware 
that that was a Whig measure in its inception, 
and am quite confident it will not become so by 
adoption. ; 

Now, what has been the policy of the Whig 
By a wise system of duules, by protect- 
ive tariffs, to create the means to extinguish the 
debts which the Democratic party have created; 


| and it is amazing to hear the gentleman pretending 


that the Whig party has created, or is reponsible 
for any of these debts. 
When it is alleged on this floor that we shall, 


| in a few years, acquire all that portion of Mexico 


that lies east of Vera Cruz—while expeditions 
are fitted out against Cuba, and men of high rank 


| are engazed in that conspiracy—and when, to all 
| appearance, we are nearer to the annexation of 
| that Island than during the Administration of Mr. 


Van Buren we were to the annexation of Texas, 
is it to be wondered if Whigs should desire to 
improve the country that we now own, rather 
than to waste our means in the acquisition of 
more? The bill which we are attempting to pass, 


; || has for 1ts object the protection of the property of 
President Jefferson was a || : 


millions of our people—its effect will be to save 


i! thousands of lives. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma- 


| ryland, [Mr. McLane,] who reported the bill, is 
| entitled to the floor. 


| want to quote a little from it. 
| of his time. 





— 
[lll 


Mr. CLARKE. I hope, then, that gentleman 
will let me proceed. I have a well-deserved com- 

liment in store for him. [Great Jaughter.] 1 
ats before me a speech of his honored father. I 
I want ten minutes 
Will he grant it? 
Mr. McLANE said that he did not suppose 
that any gentleman would object to this debate 
closing at twelve o’clock to-morrow. He could 
not waive his privilege to close the debate, but 
would move that the committee now rise, and in 
the House would move to reconsider the resolu- 
tion closing debate, and amend it so as to fix 
twelve o’clock on Monday, which was the hour 
at which he would address the House, if his coh- 
venience was consulted. He moved the commit- 
tee rise. 

The question being taken, the committee rose, 
and Mr. Jones (in the absence of the Speaker) 
having taken the chair, the chairman reported prog- 


ress. 
Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote 
closing debate on the river and harbor bill; pend- 


ing ich motion 
Ir. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. BURT rose to a point of order in reference 
to the motion ef the gentleman from Maryland, 


{Mr. McLane,} but waived it watil the motion te 
adjourn was disposed of. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, withdrew the 


| motion to adjourn, to enable 


Mr. MORTON to ask for leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the case 
of Commodore Jones, with a view of reference to 
the Departments. 

Leave was granted. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, the House then 
adjourned, 


PETITIONS, Ke. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented under the 
rule, and referred to appropriate comniittees : 


Mr. DURKEE presented the petition of H. Smith Young 
and others, citizens of Sharon, in the State of Wis 
econsin, praying Congress to repeal the fmfgitive slave law, 
for the following reasons: That as American citizens they 
teel themselves humbled that a law so odious to the apirit 
and intention of the institutions of this Government should 
have been passed by your honorable body, making it impe 
rative upon free ci:izens to aid and abet in the returning of 
their fellow beings to perpetual bondage; and that said 
law is an infringement upon the rights, immunities, and 
liberties of the citizens of this Republic 

Also, the remonstrance of John Pieken and others, citi 
zens ot Reck county, in the State of Wisconsin, against 
the renewal of the patent for C. H. McCormick’s reaping 
maclune. 

Also, the petition of G. W. Adams and 251 others, citi 
zens of the United States, praying Congress to cause the 
public lands to be laid off into suitable farms and lots fer 
the free use of such citizeds, not possessed of other lands, 
as Will eccupy them, and that said lands be ceded to the 
States and Territories in which they lie, on condition that 
they dispose of them as above. 

Also, the petition of Price H. Goodman and 43 others, of 
Washington county, Hlinois, praying for the repeal of all 
laws and parts of laws adopted or enacted by Congress, by 
which slavery orthe slave trade is authorized or sanctioned 
in the city of Washington, or in the District of Columbia, 
andin the event of their nen-repeal, the seat of the Na 
tional Government may be remeved to some more suitable 
place. 

By Mr. JACKSON, of New York: The petition of 
Charles G. Pairman, an assistant marshal of Chemung 
county, New York, and 57 citizens of said county, for an 
increase of compensation tor census duties. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of J. R. Delerno, J. 
L. Merridan, and 150 others, citizens of Westport, Essex 
county, New York, asking Congress to impose specifie du 
Ues upon all articles of foreign merchandise that come in 
competition with American products. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The remonstrance of citizens 
of Illinois against the renewal of the patentof C.H. Me 
Cormick, of Chicago, to his reaping machine. 

By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of Daniel W. Ding 
man and Wm. T. Wilsen, of Pike county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of a law by Congress to reimburse to 
them the money lost in its transmission by the United 
States mail between Milfordand Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 
and to pay the damages sustained by them in consequence 
of said loss. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of David Jones, G. T. Har 
vey, and 35 other citizens of Bucks county, Pennsylvania, 
asking for the same quantity of bounty land for the volun 
teers of 1812, as was given to the soldiers of the Mexicana 
war. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 15, 1851. 


A message was received from the President of 


the United States by Mr. M. P. Fillmore, his Pri- 


vate Secretary, made in answer to a resolution of 


the Senate of the 10th instant, transmitting a re- 
ort from the Secretary of State, on the said reso- 
lotion of the Senate of the 10th instant, calling for 
all the information communicated by the Mexican 
Minister, M. De la Rosas, relative to the drafts 
drawn by the Mexican Government on the Treas- 
ury of the United States under the contract made 
by that Government with I. D. Marks, and the 
wishes of the Mexican Government in relation 
thereto. The Secretary says there is no informa- 
tion of the character referred to in the Department, 
nor is he aware that M. De la Rosas has at an 
time communicated to the Department any ro 
information, and sends a copy of a note from M. 
De la Rosas to the Department wherein it appears 
that Mr. Edmund J. Forstall has made a contract 
with the Mexican Government, pursuant to which 
he has advanced to that Government $650,000 on 
account of the installment due on the 31st of Ma 
next, agreeably to the treaty of Guadalupe Hida 
go. The message was read and ordered to be 
printed. 
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A mesaave was also received from the President 
of the United States, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate of the 28th of Jan- 
vary. 1851, reporis from the Secretaries of State 
and ‘Treasury, communicating all the correspond- 
ence in the case of the British ship Albion, seized 
in On n alleged violation of the revenue 
laws; which was read and ordered to be printed. 

» PREESI DENT of the Senate laid before the 

a communication from the Devartment of 

Sate, made inecompliance with the resolution of 

the Sist ultimo requesting information touching 

tie expediency of adopting a graduated scale of 

diplomace services, based upon the combined con- 

siderations of the importance of the mission and 

xpences of residence, &c, The Secretary 

ply, that the. importance of the subject 

cessity of obtaining tformation from 

ce in order to enable the Senate to 

‘¢ judgment upon the whole matter, 

- with the advanced period of the session, 

! - it expedient, in his judgment, to defer the 

answer to the next session, when a fall communt- 

eation would be made; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed, 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, made in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 3lst of December last, 
calling upon the Secretary to state what advan- 
taves to the publie service would be derived froma 
transfer of the survey of the coast from the ‘Treas- 
ury to the Navy Department, as recommended in 
his report accompanying the President’s annual 
setting forth in full his reasons why the 
vaministration of the coast survey should not be 
transferred from the Treasury Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on b’inance, and 
ordered to be printed, 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, made in compliance with the above 
resolution of the 3ist of December last, setting 
forth the reasons why, in his opinion, it might be 
more appropriate and just, as well as economical, 
tu assign the coast survey to the Navy Depart- 
ment: which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed, 

Also, a» communication from the Department of 
War, wade in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 13th instant, inquiring whether or 
not it would be expedient to surrender up the fort 
of Chef Menteaur to the owner ofthe land on which 
it is erected, transmitting a letter from the chief 
envineer stating that the fort of Chef Menteaur Pass 
wan lmoportvunt military post, forming anindispens- 
of the werks fortifying the approaches 
to New Orleans, and that it would be inexpedient 
to surrender up the fort to any person, w hether 
claiming tite thereto or otherwise; which was laid 
on the table, end ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER moved to take up the report of 
of the Interior in relation to the room 
for the Patent Office, which was laid on 
the table at his request a day or two since, that it 
inivht be orinted, 

‘motion was agreed to, and the report was 


o be printed, 


mfor i 


Mmessie, 


able nart 
i 


the Secretary 


necessary 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

The PRESIDENT of the Senate presented a 
memorial from the Committee of the Franklin In- 
atituie of Pen isylvania, asking the appointment 
of a committee to examine and report on the ex- 
pedieney famending the cope laws at the next 
session of Congress, and the postponement of all 
further levislation until that time; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of lowa, asking a donation of land to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Dubuque to the 
Red river, and for the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi river at that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Philip 


E. Voorhees, asking the reimbursement of certain - 


expenses incurred while in command of the United 
States ship Savannah, in carrying envoys of the 
United States to the Sandwich Islands and the 
southeastern parts of Asia; which was referred to 
the Commiittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a me- 
morial from ship-owners, ship-masters, and mari- 
ners of the town of Barnstable and other towns on 
Cape Cod, in the State of Massachusetts, asking | 
the improvement of the navigation of North river, 


| in Plymouth county, in that State; which was re- | 


| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


‘Lynn to the collection district of Marilehead, in 
Massachusetts: which were referred to ‘the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
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; 


Also, documents in relation to the annexing of |, ‘he memorial also presents the gratifying 


Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial from the | 


assistant marshals for taking the seventh eensus in 
Cayuga county, in the northern district of New 
York, asking to be allowed additional compensa- 
tion. 
| Mr. 8. took oceasion to observe that he had 
presented a large number of these memorials from 
time to time, which had been hitherto referred to 
the Committee of Claims; but as the Committee 
on the Judiciary was thought to be the more ap- 
propriate one, he would move that the present 
memorial be referred to that committee, and if he 
had the sanction of the chairman of the Committee 
of Claims, he would move that that committee be 
discharged from their further consideration, and 


they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; | 


which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOOTE presented the memorial of the 
legal representatives of John Forbes, asking the 
execution of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 
between the United States and Spain; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. WHITCOMB presented joint resolutions | 


of the Levislature of Indiana im relation to the 
claim of Francis Vigo; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of citizens 


of Caledonia, in the State of ‘Texas, asking that | 


the mail route from Shelby to Henderson may be 
so changed as to pass through that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES presented a memorial from citizens 
of Clayton county, lowa, asking a donation of 
land for the construction of a bridge across ‘Turkey 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a resolution of the 
Levislature of Arkansas in favor of a donation of 
land for the construction of a plank road from 
Camden to Fulton, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee en Public Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking a modification of 
the bounty land law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 


Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Michael | 


Nash, a guard of the penitentiary in the District 
of Columbia, asking additional compensation for 
the time he was employed on other duty in the 
penitentiary; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial of citizens 
of New York, asking a modification of the patent 
laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, I am re- 
quested to present a petition of inhabitants of 
Deer Isle, in the State of Maine, asking for the 
establishment of a deputy collector’s office in that 
town. ‘The petitioners represent that they now 
have to do their business with the custom-house 
at Castine, some thirty miles distant; that they are 


very largely interested in the coasting and fishing | 


business, and own a great number of vessels; that 
there are more than one hundred and fifty in that 
town; they have occasion to change their papers 
very frequently, and it would be a great conveni- 
ence to them to have a deputy collector’s office es- 
tablished there. I make these remarks in the hope 
that it may be found convenient, late as it is, for 
the committee to give their attention to the sub- 
ject at this session. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHASE presented seven petitions from cit- 
izens of different portions of Ohio, praying the 


immediate repeal of the fugitive slave law; which | 
he moved to refer to the Committee on the Judi- | 


clary. 
On motion by Mr. GWIN, ordered that they 
be laid on the table. 


Mr. BERRIEN. I have been requested to pre- 


sent the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce |! 


of the city of Savannah, in Georgia, asking the 
establishment of a navy-yard at that place. 


| memorial represents that there is no site along the 


Atlantic seaboard that passesses the advantages |; 
in position for such an establishment; that, the 


most recent surveys show a depth of water on 


| have been much more onerous than they were | 


the bar, and to within the Cockspur Rood. 


sufficient for the entrance of the largest fricates 


bi “ ive d } os , fact that 
y expensive dry culture and draining in the sy). 


urbs, no case ef autumnal or yellow fever has oc 
curred in Savannah for the last twenty years I 
beg leave to refer it to the Committee 6n Naval 
Affairs, and ask that committee to give the sy). 
ject all due consideration. The memorial was is. 


‘ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. T have been requested 
to present the petition of James Thomy son, who 
represents himself to be the chief clerk in the Third 
Auditor’s office of the Treasury Department. M; 
Thompson states in his memortal that he has Sehe: 
pied that position for upwards of thirty years, and 


that since his appointment the duties of the office 


Vee 


fore. When he first went into the office there 
were only about thirty clerks: now the number 
has been increased to. something like seventy or 
eighty. He states that for sixteen years he has 
been the disbursing officer for that branch of the 
service, and of course has paid th® salaries of the 


| Seventy employees in the office, and that recently 


the amount of his disbursements has been some- 
thing like $80,000; whereas at the commencement 
of his services they were but about $30,000 or 
$40,009. During the time he has been the dis- 
bursing officer he has paid out $650,000 withou 
the loss of a cent to the Government. He prays 
that in consideration of his long service and the 
increased duties of his station, hereafter—he asks 
nothing for the past—he may be allowed a smal! 
percentage upon the amount of. disbursements, 
Ele calls the attention of Congress to the legisla- 
tion of the past session upon that subject, and 
refers to the act of Congress of August 12th, 1848, 
allowing percentage to paymasters, the disbursing 
officers of the army, for disbursing the amount of 
appropriations in satisfaction of the claims of sol- 
diers who served in the Mexican war. He also 
refers to the act of the last session by which Cap- 
tain R. A. Hetzell, an assistant quartermaster in 
the army, was allowed a commission of twe and 
a half per cent. on disbursements made in the 
Cherokee country in the years 1836 and 1838, 
amounting, it is believed, to over $10,000, in ad- 
dition to regular pay and emoluments. These are 
cited as precedents for legislation in his behalf; but 
instead of asking for anythin# for disbursements 
that are past, he only asks for the allowance’of 
one and a half per cent on his disbursements for 
the future. He says that while the duties of his 


| station are among the heaviest and most compli- 
| cated of any of the accounting officers of the 


Government, his salary is only $),700 per annum, 


' being $300 less than the chief clerk of the State, 


Treasury, War, and Navy Departments, and Au- 
ditor of the Post Office, and actually $100 less 
than he received as chief clerk prior to the reorgan- 
ization of the Treasury Department by the act of 
3d March 1817. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I am re- 
quested to submit a petition of citizens of New 
York, who represent that they are all the persons 
in that city who are engaged in the manufacture 
of mathematical, optical, and philosophical instru- 
ments. ‘The} represent that the tariff law, as it 
now stands, permits the importation of such in- 
struments free of duty as are required for the pur- 
pose of education, and by academies and col- 
leges, and that however necessary and proper such 
a provision may have been some time ago, when 


| colleges were poor, and the manufacturing of these 
| articles was not established in ‘this country, yet 
|now the home manufacturers are brought into 
| competition with the manufacturers of such instru- 


ments abroad, and the effect is most injurious. 
They ask that they may be protected by a duty 
of twenty-five per cent. ad valorgm, to be imposed 


| on all sach imported instruments, Without read- 
| ing, I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 


|| Finance. 


The | 


The petition was so referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEERS. 


Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the memorial of the 
importing merchants of the city of New Orleans, 
asking an increase of the appraisers of the cus- 
toms, reported a bill to increase the compensation 
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‘deputy collectors and appraisers of the cus- 


’ 
"a + in certain cases; Which was read and ordered 
> a second reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mitteeon Commerce, to which was referred House 

| No. 386 to amend an act entitled ** An act to 
ovide for the better security of the lives of pas- 

ers on board of vessels propelled in whole or 
+; part by steam,” reported back the same without | 
- sendment. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
wiet of Columbia, to which was referred the me- 
»orial of the faculty of the medical department 
of Georgetown Cellege in favor of an act of in- 
corporation, asked to be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the same; which was agreed 
Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
memorial of James Frost in relation to kis dis- 
eovery of a new element for the more safe and 
‘ weedy propulsion ef locomotive power, reported 
against printing the same; which was agreed to, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the motion to print the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, in rela- 
tion to the opening of a good inlet to Albemarle 
Sound, reported against printing the same; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to Which was referred House bill No. 436, 
to authorize the Legislative Assemblies of the 
‘Territories of Oregon and Minnesota to take charge 
of the school lands in said Territories, and for 
other purposes, reported back the same without 
amendment, and said he was instructed by the 
committee to ask its immediate consideration. 

The Senate proceeded to consider said bill as in 
Committee of the Whole; and, no amendment 

eing made, it was reported to the Senate and or- 
dered ta a third reading, was subsequently read a 
third time, by unanimous consent, and passed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to which was referred House bilk No. 421, 
to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to establish the 
Territorial Government of Oregon,” and ** An act 
to establish the Territorial Government of Minne- 
sota,”’ reported back the same without amendment, 
and said he was instructed by the committee to ask 
ils immediate consideration. 

There being no objection made, the bill was 
considered in Committee of the Whole; and no 
amendments being made, it was ordered to a third 
reading, and was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred House bill No. 85, for the 
relief of Joseph B. Ward, reported back the same 
with an amendment, and with instructions from 
the committee to ask its immediate consideration. 

The bill was accordingly considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for placing the 
name of Joseph D. Ward, who was a sergeant in 
the volunteers in the late war with Mexico, on the 
roll of pensions, at the rate of $20 per month, com- 
mencing on the 9th day of March, 1847, and to 
continue during his natural life. The amendment 
proposed was that the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to place the nameof Isaac Watts Griffith, 
late a sergeant in the army of the United States, 
on the roll of invalid pensions at the rate of $16 
- month, commencing on the 28th day of Octo- 

er, 1847, and to continue during his natural life, 
in lieu of the pension to which he is now entitled 
by law. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I will only say 
that this bill, with the amendment, provides that 
additional compensation be given to two brave | 
men who served with distinguished gallantry in 
the recent war with Mexico. One of them, Ser- 
geant Ward, lost one of his arms—which, I do not 
now recollect—and has the other so mutilated and 
disabled as to be of but little if any service to 
him, on account ®f a wound in the hand. The 
bill proposes to give him but $20 per month, but 
ought, in my opinion, to give a much greater sum. 
In the case provided for by the amendment—that 
of Sergeant Isaac Watts Griffith—it is proposed 
to give him but $16 per month for the loss of his 
night arm, whilst in battle at Churubusco, in Mex- 
ico, and whilst he was leading his men into the 
thickest of the fight, and which he continued to 
do after the wound was inflicted until constrained 
‘0 go off by the loss of blood, and the order of | 
his superiors. Such cases as these are rare, and 


Tas 


| 


call—not without reason, I think—for the sym- 
pathies of this body, and of Congress. I ber my 
friends to let the bill pans, as similar cases have 


} done by previous acts, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Some time since 
I introduced a bill to found a military asylum. If 
that bill should be passed into a law, all these 
extraordinary pensions would be unnecesscry and 
improper. I[f that bill should fail, I will not op- 
pose giving these extraordinary pensions to those 
who have been disabled. [ think we should not 
make these special provisions until we have a 
chance to try whether that bill shall become a law. 
| hope, therefore, that this subject may be post- 
poned antil we can have some action on the bill 
to found a military asylum. 

The PRESIDENT. 
any motion ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I do not know 
that there is any motion which [ can make, unless 
itis to lay the bill on the table, which I do not 
wish to do. 

The PRESIDENT. 
a motion to postpone it, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I will then move 
to postpone its further consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to make a single remark 
with regard to the suggestion of*the Senator from 
Mississippi. If I mistake not, there was a bill 
introduced some three years since for the relief of 
Patrick Walker, who had lostan arm. The same 
suggestion was then made as is now made. The 
Senator from Mississippi then opposed giving a 
pension to Patrick Walker on the same ground— 
that this asylum was to provide for such cases. 
The Senate listened to the suggestion, and a pen- 
sion of $40 per month was granted to him for one 
year only; but when the year had passed away, 

| a petition came up from the same Patrick Walker, 
and the Senate then renewed his pension for life. 
The same suggestion was made three sessions ago 
which is now made; but | think if there be any 
merit in these cases, they should not be delayed 
on account of the prospect of there being founded 
a military asylum, which the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi anticipates, but which it will be seen has 
made no progress. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. With great defer- 
ence, I must say that the Senator’s argument 
seems to have very little in it. It is merely, 
because the Senate has not passed a law, to argue 
that it never will. The temporary provision re- 
ferred to in the case of Patrick Walker might have 
been renewed temporarily. It is certain that the 
pension list is swelling enormously, and that these 
extraordinary pensions will have no limit. A 
fixed Jaw now governs them, and if it is allowed 
to remain in force, may make a military asylum 
of some value. 
consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Men- 
day. Ido it for this reason: I am not at all sat- 
isfied that the principle in this bill is a correct one. 
1 do not know what is considered a total disabili- 
ty under the existing laws; whether it is when 
one arm is shot off, or both; but for a total disa- 
bility the common soldier gets but eight dollars 
ver month under the general law. I have usually 
een as liberal as most Senators in voting for these 
appropriations. | voted to give the pension to 
Patrick Walker; but I am not at all satisfied that 
the principle is a correct one. I know that when 
appeals are made to our sympathies in strong lan- 
guage, and a strong case is presented, we are apt 
to be regardless of any principle on which we shail 
base our votes, and we let the bill pass by accla- 
mation. I consider this kind of legislation wrong 
in itself. Whenever a bill is presented for private 


Does the Senator make 


The Senator can make 
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I move to postpone the further | 


I move that the further | 


relief, it should be passed upon some principle | 


upon which all similar cases should be decided. 
Now, if it be right to give one soldier twenty dol- 
lars per month, it is right to give all other soldiers 
| similarly situated the same. ‘Those who have in- 


telligence enough to come to the Congress of the | 
United States, or those who have friends to make | 


appea!s to Congress for them, have the advantage 


should like to have time to look into the matter. 
All the House bills will be acted upon in the Sen- 
ate sooner or later, and therefore there can be no 
_ harm in delaying it till Monday. 

Mr. BORLAND. 


over others. I think the principle is wrong, and i 


' 


-selx which cleared was 1,461. 


it 


I hope this bill will not be | 
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postponed. [suppose the ease is perfectly well 
understood in the Senate, and I hope it will be 
acted upon now. 

Mr. ATCHISON. If the Senator will permit 
me to interrupt him, I will withdraw the motion, 
and the vote can be taken now. 





The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—ayes 24, noes not counted. 

Ihe bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred in. 

Che question then recurred on ordering the 
amendment to be engrossed, and ordering the bill 
to be read a third time. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, were a; 

Y FAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Borland, Cass 
Clarke, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dickinson, Dodge 
ot Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Downs, Ewing, Feleh, 
Foote, Greene, Gwin, Hale, Houston, Jones, King, Miller, 
Morton, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Souls, 
Spruance, and Walker—J1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Berrien, Bradbury, Chase, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dawsen, Hunter, Mason, Pearce, 
Turney, Underwood, Upham, and Whitcomb—13, 


tollow: 


So the amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill ordered to be read a third time. 
SURVEYS OF SAN FRANCISCO BAY. 
Mr. GWIN., 


olution: 


I wish to offer the following res- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expedieney of directing the Secretary of 
the Senate to purchase for the use of the Senate sets 
of the reeent surveys of the waters of the bay of San Fran 
cisco and the river Sacramento, by Commander C. Ring 
gold, of the United States Navy. 

Mr. President, | hope this resolution will be 
acted on now, as the subject is one of great im- 
portance to my constjtuents. These charts are 
admirably executed, and not surpassed in accuracy 
and beauty by anything of the kind that has been 
published. Captain Ringgold, who made the sur- 
veys, and is publishing the charts, 1s an officer of 
the Navy of unsurpassed ability for the discharge 
of this duty. His acquirements, experience, and 
acknowledged integrity are a full guarantee of the 
accuracy of the work. This is the only complete 
survey of the bay and Sacramento river. The 
commerce there is immense, as will appear from 
the following extracts from the public press com- 
menting on this subject: 

From the National Intelligencer of February 14th 

At the latest dutes from San Francisco there were engaged 
in the coasting and river trade of California the large number 
of fiftv-five steamboats. This does not include the steamers 
running down the coast with the mails and passengers for 
the Atlantic ports. 

During the nine months ending on the lst of January, the 
shortest trip made between San Franciseo and China was 
performed by the British barque Kelso, in forty-three days. 
The next shortest by the American schooner Mary and 
Eliza, in fifty days. Various other quick trips were made, 
varying from fifty-two up to seventy days. 

Cacirornia.—From the accounts given of matters on the 
Pacific side of the continent, San Francisco is the wonder 
of the age. A description of but one year’s operations in 
that city shows how extraordinary and suprising its growth 
has been in that short period. During the year 1850 there 
have entered the port of San Francisco, from all foreign 
ports, 1,743 vessels: in the same period the number of ve-- 
The vessels arriving have 
landed upon the Pacific shores 35,393 males and 1.248 
females. The nu:inber which have left by said vessels and 
steamers during the same time was 26,593 males, and 8 
females. 

The total value of merchandise received from Noveftber 
Qist, 1849. to September 30th, 1850, in domestic vessels, was 
8797275 10; tonnage of vessels, 82,949 tons. Total amount 
of merchandise received in foreign vessels during the same 
period, $5,351,962 65; tonnage of veasels, 151,694 tons, 
The amount of gold shipped during the year was $29,441,541; 
bullion reecived, $1.722.600. ‘There are now two lines of 
steamships running regularly from the isthmus, witteh are 
composed of eleven steamships. This number of steamers 
running between San Francisco and Panama, i* greater 
than the number employed in the trade between New York 
and Liverpool, and New York and Havre combined. There 
are besides five other steamérs engaged in the Panama and 
Oregon trade. There are employed in the river trade forty, 
six steamers, with an aggregate tonnage of 6,622 tons. Sar 
Francisco has a population of 35,000, which supports seven 
daily papers—as many as PhiJadelphia has with 400,000 
population. But a few months “ago there was nothing of 
San Franciféo but “cotton houses ;’? now there are one 
hundred and seven miles of streets laid out, one quarter of 
whith is built upon and occupied, and over seven miles of 
it substantially planked. Sixty brick houses have been 
built, and one marine insurance company has just been 
started, with a capital of 500,000. These are some of the 
changes which have been produced in San Francisco, and 
they defy a parailel in the the history of any other country. 


From other papers not now before me | am in- 
formed that there are upwards of two hundred 
vessels engaged in trade in the waters of the bay 
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of San Francisco. They are without charts, and || 


great delay and loss is occasioned by the want of | 
them. I have another reason why I wish the 
Government to have a large number of these charts 
published. This work originated with the enter- 
prise and liberal spirit — constituents. 
raised the money that enabled Captain Ringgold | 
to equip an expedition and perform the service in 
the admirable manner it isdone. The enterprising 
citizens of California have caused this survey to be 
made, and the Government, which ought to have 
made it without imposing the expense upon private 
citizens, should at least furnish our commercial | 
murine with the work. 

To show how the work was commenced and 
has been completed, I will read the following let- 
ter from Captain Ringgold: 

*“ Wasninoton, January 24, 1851. 

‘My pear Sin: In compliance with your request, I 
have the honor to make the following statement in regard to 
the recent surveys of the waters of San Francisco bay: 

** Daring a visit to California in 1849 and 1850, I was so- 
licited by many enterprising citizens to undertake the sur 
vey of alarge portion of the navigable waters, including 
the Sacramento river to head of navigation, buoy out the 
channels, and render to commerce every facility in my 
power, Atthis'time little was known of the rivers and other 
waters. Vessels bound up to the points near the mining 
districts were constantly meeting with delays and accidents 
from want of knowledge of the channels. The citizens 
raised the necessary funds, and [ immediately organized a 
hydrographic party. Buoys were constructed, anchors pur 
chased, and every preparation made to secure success. ‘The 
surveys were made upon the principle of the coast survey 
and exploring expedition. Tidal and other observations, 
and every improvement which could in anywise add to the 
usefulness of the charts have been carefully noted. 

* The charts which you have done me the favor to exam 
Ine, and now in course of publication, are the hamble re 
sults of my labors in the cause of California. [ recom- 
mend Them, tm full confidence, as faithful and accurate. 
The exclusive right to publish them was conceded to me by 
the citizens for whom they were executed. 

**T am, most truly yours," 
“CADWALADER RINGGOLD, 
* Commander U.S. Navy. 


** Tion. Wa. M. Gwin.”’ 


I have made these remarks and read these ex- 


tracts from the public press and Captain Ring- 
gold’s letter, to call the attention of the Committee 
on Commerce, as well as the Senate, to the im- 
portance of the subject referred to them. 

The question being taken, the resolution was 
adopted. 


They l} 


' attorneys, marshals, and others, i} 
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ville, by way of Morgantown, to Franklin, for | 
the construction of the same. 


FEES OF ATTORNEYS, MARSHALS, AND 
CLERKS. 
Mr. BERRIEN. [ask that the Senate proceed 


to the consideration of the unfinished business, 
which is the bill to regulate the fees of district 


After some discussion as to priority of business, 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and debated at great length, of which a 
report will appear in the Appendix. Without dis- 
posing of the bill, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, February 17, 1851. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution making the 
appropriation bills the special order for to-morrow, 
and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. STANLY objected until the river and har- 


| bor bill was disposed of. 


| in order at this moment, as there was a privileged | 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 1| 


Mr. BORLAND submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be directed to in- | 
form the Senate what are the rules which govern details in 
the corps of topographical engineers; and also to commu 
nicate a statement ef the duties on which each officer of 
said corps has been employed since 183s. 


Mr. CHASE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was concurred in: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he request 
ed to ascertain and report to the Senate what amount of the 
stock of the Louisville and Portland Canal Company was | 
subscribed for by the United States ; what additional stock | 
has been created, and how the same has been disposed of ; 
what dividends have been received by the United States, 
and when; what arrangement has been made, if any, for | 
the purchase of the stock of said company, and with what | 
object: and whether the assent of the United States has 
been given to said arrangement; and if so when, and by 
whom; and what amount of stock is now held by the 
United States, and by the several individual stockholders 
respectively. | 


° RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be instructed 
to require the proprictors of the daily papers employed to 
print the current debates of the Senate to publish the same 
as furnished by the Reporters, without alteration being 
made by any other person in their manuscript, and that so 
much of the resolutions of the Ilth August, 1848, and of 


the 24th February, 1849, as authorizes the publication of | 


epeeches revised or written out by Senators, shall be, and 
is hereby, rescinded. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. DOWNS gave notice of his intention to 


ask leave to introduce a bill granting the right of 
way through the public lands of the United States 


to companies authorized by the State of Louisiana | 


ta construct plank roads in said State, with the 
right of preémption to a portion of the public 
lands. 

Mr. WHITCOMB gave notice that on Monday 
next, or at some subsequent day, he will ask leave 
to introduce a bill granting one half of the unsold 
public lands to the State of Indiana, lying within 
&x miles on each side of a railroad from 


artins- | 


' ble. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER said that the motion was not 


question pending €vhich must be first disposed of. 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said that he be- 
lieved the privileged motion pending was to recon- 
sider the resolution to close on Saturday the 
debate on the river and harbor bill. ’ 

The SPEAKER said that that was the pending 
question. | 
Mr. McLANE said that his object in moving to 
reconsider the resolution was to fix twelve o’clock 
to-day as the time for closing the debate. He 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the ta- 


The question being taken on the motion, it was | 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question next | 
pending was on the motion made by the gentle- | 
man from Georgia, [Mr. WEeviBorn,] on Jast Mon- 
day, and which had laid over until to-day, to sus- 
pend the rules to enable him to move that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
be discharved from the further consideration of 
Senate bill No. 210 entitled ** An act to authorize | 
the Secretory of War to allow the payment of 
interest to the State of Georgia for advances made 


for the use of the United States in the suppres- | 
sion of hostilities of the Creek, Seminole, and 


Cherokee Indians. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired whether it was 
in order to move to go into Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union? 

Whe SPEAKER replied, that such a motion 


would not be in order pending the metion to sus- |! 


pend the rules. 

Mr. WELLBORN said that in view of the 
pressure of business of more general interest to 
the nation than this motion, he would, with the 
permission of the House, defer it for the present, 
trusting to the courtesy of the House to enable 
him to take it up on some future occasion. He 


would not withdraw his motion, but he asked that | 


it might lie over. 


The SPEAKER stated that this could only be | 


done by unanimous consent. 


Mr. HAYMOND objected. 


Mr. WELLBORN said that he must then in- 


sist on his motion at this time. 
The question was taken on the motion to sus- 


pend the rules, and two thirds not voting in the || 


affirmative, it was decided in the negative, and the 
rules were not suspended. 

The SPEAKER stated that the next question 
pending was on the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] to reconsider the vote by 
which the 
certain payments to the widow of Mr. Kaufman, 
a deceased member of the House. 

Mr. JONES said that he had but a word to say 
upon that subject. The resolution directed the ac- 


counts of Mr. Kaufman to be settled up to the end | 


of the session, instead of to the day of his death. 


He thought this ‘was wrong, and he therefore 


hoped the House would reconsider the resolution. 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 


reconsider, and it was agreed to. 
So the resolution was reconsidered; and the 


OBE. 


| ber of this House, allowing his diem until the e 
| the session, and pay the balance 
| the Speaker of the House be and he is hereby Authorized 


'| sion,’ 


ouse adopted a resolution authorizing | 








nee being on agreeing to the resolutio 
ouows-—— 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directe 
tle the account of David S. Kaufman, deceased, iate 





n as 


dd te se t- 
& mem- 


mu nd 
to his widow; and on 


to pay the account due the said deceased at the date of his 
death, to his said widow— 

Mr. JONES moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words ‘* to the end of the session.” 
and inserting the words ‘*up to the day of {j, 
death,”’ in lieu thereof. ; ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS wished to inquire if the reso. 
lution in its original shape was not in conformity 
with the general practice of the House? ang 
whether it had not been the custom to pay the 
widows of deceased members up to the ale the 
session ? : 

Mr. VINTON said he had never heard of any 
such practice, and if there had been any such, the 
sooner it was arrested the better. If, for instance, 
a member were to die the first or second day of 
| long session, lasting seven or eight months, there 
| would be no reason or propriety ip paying his 
widow for the whole of that time. 

Mr. HOWARD said that he was not in the 
House when the amendment was read, and he 
should like to hear it. 

The SPEAKER stated that the amendment was 
to strike out the words ‘* till the end of the ses- 
’ and insert instead, * till the day of his 
death.’’s 

Mr. HOWARD said that if the amendment was 
in conformity with the usages of the House, he 
| had nothing to say against it. He had inquired a: 
the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms what was the 
custom in such cases, and he would state to the 
House that the resolution which he had submitted 
was a copy of the resolution adopted inthe case of 
Mr. King, at the last session. 

Mr. VINTON had never heard of such a reso- 
lution, and thought if passed, it must have been 
passed through inadvertence. 

Mr. FOWLER had not fully understood the 
gentfeman from Texas, [Mr. Howarp,] and 
wished to inquire if the gentleman had said that a 
resolution similar to this had been adopted in the 
case of his (Mr. F.’s) colleague, Mr. King? 

Mr. HOWARD said that he had so learned at 
the Clerk’s office. 

Mr. FOWLER said that the gentleman was 
misinformed; such was not the case at all. 

The SPEAKER begged to refer gentlemen to the 
case of the late Doctor Nes, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VINTON said that if it had been done, it 

must have been through inadvertence. At all 
| events, it was a precedent that ought not to be fol- 
| lowed. 
Mr. HOWARD had understood that the reso- 
| lution he had submitted was an exact copy of the 
resolution adopted in the case of Mr. King. If it 
was not so, he had nothing more to say upon the 
subject. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to; and the resolution as amended 
was adopted. 


THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, to enable him to introduce a resolution making 
the appropriation bills the special order for to- 
morrow, and from day to day till disposed of. 

Mr. JONES hoped the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would specify the bills he proposed to make 
the special order. He would not vote to suspend 
| the rules, if the fortification bill was to be inelu- 
ded within the special order. 

Mr. BAYLY said that he prepets to make all 
the general appropriation bills the special order, 
in the order in which they were reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked whether, 
| if the appropriation bills were made the special 
order, they would not take precedence over the 
river and harbor bill ? ; 

The SPEAKER replied that, when the time ar- 
rived for their consideration, they would take pre- 
cedence of all business before the Committee 0! 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VINTON inquired if there were any spe 
cial orders now? 

The SPEAKER replied that there were none. 

Mr. VINTON thought that there was then no 
|| necessity for making these bills the special order. 
| The question being taken on Mr. Bariy's mo 
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tion to suspend the rules, it was decided in the \ tures from th 


negative. 
So the rules were not suspended, 


BUSINESS oF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. INGE said that he had been urged by the 
eorporate authorities of Washington and George- 
town to submit another motion to make the busi- 
ness of the District of Columbia the special order. 
Some time ago, the House made the business of 
the District.the special order, but it was overrid- 
den by other special orders. He hoped the House 
would consent to do justice to the local business 
of the District, by giving it andther day. He 
moved that the rules be suspended, to enable him 
to introduce a resolution to make the business of 
the District of Columbia the special order for to- 
morrow. Pending this motion, 

On motion by Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, 
the rules were suspended, and the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Meape in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the centleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. McLane,] who reported 
the bill, was entitled to the floor for one hour, to 
close the debate on the bill. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, said: During this 
debate many points have been touched upon, that 
perhaps were not strictly at issue in the subject 
immediately under discussion. ; 

The political history of the past has Meen more 


or less elaborately reviewed by the various gentle- || 


men who have participated in this debate. ‘The 
bill on your table has been objected to as a bill in- 
yolving all the mischiefs of a general system of in- 
ternal improvements. Again, upon its own mer- 
its,as judged of by a view of its details as a river 
and harbor bill, it has been considered as equally 
obnoxious with a more enlarged system of gen- 
eral improvements. Before entering on a reply 
to these objections, I may be permitted to make a 
few observations in reference to remarks referring 
more particularly to myself. My friend from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Morse,] seems to have been in- 
dicated as the archer to aim at me the poisoned 
arrow—an arrow poisoned somewhat with malice, 
as wellasfolly. ‘The malice I shall let sleep at my 
feet, where it lies harmless, unless indeed, by some 
unmerited turn of fortune, those feet may, per- 
chance, be found upon the stool of power; then, I 
shall find impatient to remove it those that let the 
arrow fly. 

Why the honorable gentleman should have felt 
himself called upon to produce the Journal of the 
House, and quote the record of yeas and nays on 
certain resolutions in relation to Mr. Polk’s veto 
message, and point out iffy vote as given on these 
occasions, is dificult to explain. Itcould not, cer- 
tainly, have been that he Henppiived of my votes, | 
because he voted with me on those occasions. | 
Neither could it be that he considered that those 
votes could in any way affect the merits of the bill | 
under discussion; nor that they would expose me | 
to misrepresentation and misapprehension. It is 
true, these votes were given under the pressure of | 
the previous question, notwithstanding which, I | 
had an opportunity, in general debate upon an 
analogous question, to express fully to the House | 


| Supporting these bills. 


ose principles of rigid and strict con- 
struction of the Constitution and economy, of 
which on this occasion he seems to be thechampion. 

He considers this bill as a monstrous system of 
internal improvements, and he protests against it. 
He denounces me, in rather graceful phraseology, 
as a “ turn-coat,’’ because I support and advocate 
the passage of this bill. He tells me that unless | 
am this “‘turn-coat,’’ that he isa Whig, a Free- 
Soiler, an Abolitionist, or anything, and in case 
the bill passes, then all his doubts are renmved, 
and he will be a Disunionist. That is his speech. 
I do not doubt that he is in all four of these classes. 
Ido not doubt that he is all that he has painted 
himself. But he must pardon me for saying that 
he is all with such confusion, and in such haste 
and rapidity, that it would be very diflicult to 
know and understand him in any one of these re- 
lations. ; 

Go and look over the Journals of this House, 
and of the Senate, the very Journal that the honor- 
able gentleman has quoted and brought into this 
House to condemn and denounce the course which 


| | feel it to be my duty to pursue upon this bill. 


Look at the votes upon Mr. Polk’s and Mr. 'Ty- 
ler’s-vetoes of river and harbor bills, precisely the 
same in principle and in details as these bills on 


| your table—strict harbor and river bills, contain- 


ing the same items in this bill. On these oe- 
casions you will find the very men, the very 


statesmen whom the honorable gentleman so en- 
thusiastically admires and supports, and advan- 


| ces to and sustains in oijices of the highest honor 


and responsibility in this Republic, voting for 
these bills. You will find the public men to whom 
he would commit the destinies of this country 
Let htm look, in all sin- 


| cerity and eandor as a Democrat, at the list of 


those who have filled the Democratic ranks, «nd 
whom he would have preferred and did select as 
leaders, he will find the names of Buchanan, Cass, 
Dickinson, Douglas, Dix, Allen, McDuttie, Han- 


| nezan, Sevier, &c.; and if he will go to the records 


of the Senate reports, as well as to the yeas and 
nays, he will find in favor of the improvements of 
water-courses, the later and most matured opin- 
ions of the greatest of all southern statesmen— 
Mr. Calhoun. 


It is not necessary to take time in reading this 


| Journal, for my friend knows as well as | that the 
| votes upon these questions, to which | have called 


{ and rivers—as late as 1844 and 1845. 


his attention, are the latest votes given on harbors 
But he will 
permit me, perhaps, to tell him and the committee, 
that Buchanan is found voting for the Tyler bills 





| the bill vetoed and the bill siened. Mr. Cass 


|| voted for the bills Mr. Polk vetoed. Messrs. Dick- 


inson, Dix, McDuffie, 


Allen, Benton, Sevier, 


|| Douglas, &e., &e., are also found voting for the 


bills referred to, im 1844, either the one vetoed or 
siened. Now, what can explain my friend’s weak- 
ness, Ifis want of steadiness, in the issues that he 
takes with me? And if | were to trespass as much 
as my friend on the freedom of parliamentary 
speech, I could ask him how he could explain his 


| folly? He exposes himself either to an impeach- 


the reasons that induced me to sustain the Presi- || 
dent, and to vote against the resolutions relating | 


to the Presient’s veto and the other resolutions re- 
ferred to. So far as my personal opinions, and 
my character for consisteney and steadiness as a 
public man are involved in this question, so far as 
my official relation to this House is concerned, by | 
those votes, my opinions were as well known in the | 
Congress where those votes were recorded as they | 
are known here to-day, as were also the opinions 
of my Democratic colleagues on the committee. I 
therefore submit to my friend from Louisiana that 
his motive might be supposed to be, to injure me, 
and embarrass me in my course as a public man, 
howsoever feebly. 

_Mr. MORSE. If the gentleman has concluded 
his strictures on my remarks, I should like to 
make a few observations by way of explanation. 

Mr. McLANE. [ have not yet concluded on 
this point. When I have done I shall be glad to 
yield to the gentleman for explanation. Under 
similar circumstances, I should not, nor indeed | 
shall I now take the trouble to search the record 


ment of fidelity to his principles or a want of in- 
telligence in apprehending them. 

If it so be that he has been an enthusiastic ad- 
vocate and supporter of those public men, who 
would encourage this Jackson policy of harbor 
and river improvement, instead of the Whig pol- 
icy already referred to,—I ask how can he except 
himself from that character of Democracy and its 
professors which I took the liberty to apply to my 
friend from South Carolina who generally sits on 
the opposite side of the House? [Mr. Houmes.] 
Is he any more than a Cass and Butler Democrat? 


| or a Polk and Dallas Democrat? without the least 


regard to the principles or the measures that Polk 
and Dallas advocate? or that Cass and Butler ad- 
vocate? This definition, which | applied in deri- 
sion and jest to my friend from South Carolina, 


| (Mr. Houmes,] will gttach itself to my friend from 


| make him a 


| 


Louisiana, [Mr. Morse, ] if he fails to explain the 
extravagant but explicit declarations of his wpin- 
ions on Saturday. 

If he is, indeed, such an ultra man as he de- 
scribes himself against river and harbor improve- 
ments; if the passage of such a bill as this will 

Tcaiheshintsdet that was his lan- 
guage—or a Whig, or a Free-Soiler, or an Aboli- 
tionist; if the support of this bill cannot be tolerated 


for evidence of the gentleman’s repeated depar- in a Democrat, how can he reconcile himself to the 
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| measures? 


| Support of men for the first offices in the Govern- 


ment who are in favor of these very identical 
How is it that he is an advocate of 
Cass and Butler Democracy, and Polk and Dallas 
Democracy? The committee must bear in mind, 
that when my friend from Louisiana supported 
Cass and Butler, he knew precisely what Cass 
would do with reference-to this question; and he 
might have known what Butler would do, too, if 
he had gone back to the record when Butler was 
in Congress. My friend behind me [Mr. Borp] 
tells us, that he [Butler] did not vote for them, 
yet he was not so exclusive as to refuse associa- 
tion with those who did. He knew what Cass 
would do. He, therefore, sinned with his eves 
open, and could be nothing more nor less than what 
he gracefully terms a ‘* turn-coat.”’ 

So much for this record of my votes. 
for these Journals. 


{Laughter.] 
: So much 
So much for the Democracy 
that is involved in the passage or consideration of 
that river and harbor bill. 

Now a word to the gentleman from Louisiana 
about the Democracy of Maryland. The gentle- 
man made some allusion in speech to the 
Democracy of Maryland, or the Democracy of 
Jaltimore, and he sucgested to the committee that 
perhaps the reason w hy she never cave a Demo- 
cratic vote was because the leaders of the Demoac- 


} 
Dis 


{racy in Maryland entertained opinions somewhat 


like those which induce me to advocate this 


t bill. 
Now | have no right to « xpect much discernment 
from my friend after the review | have taken of 
his arcument, but I do not think that he should 
have indulged in so indiscreet a reflection upon 
the Democracy of Maryland or of Baltimore. 
Louisiana, like Maryland, sometimes gives a vpte 
for the Whie candidate for the Presidency; and, 
like Maryland, almost always votes for Demo- 
cratic Senators and Democratic Representatives, 
who you may find on the record voting together 
for river and harbor bills, thouch my friend now 
representng that Sta ; 
have got the Journals here, by which I find that 
for a series of years Democratic and 
Representatives from Louisiana have always sup- 
ported these bills. I find, ata very late period, my 
triend Mr. Slidell voting for Mr. Tyler’s river 
and harbor bill. My honor ble trie. d from Louisi- 
ana will not forget that that same Mr. Slidell was 
the choice of the Democracy for United States 
Senator, but the Whigs obliged our friends to se- 


e votes asuinst such bills. I 


Senators 


lect another gentleman [Mr. Sovrx] to the exclu- 
sion of the preferred choice of the Democracy. Am 
l not correct in this? ; 

Mr. LA SERE made some reference to Mr. 


Sor LE, Sayllig he was ¢ lected DY De mocrats, 

Mr. McLANE said: I know it. My only 
purpose was to refer to Mr. not to Mr. 
Soute, and am I not correct in saying that the 
Whigs came to the support of Mr. Sor LE, and 
made him Senator, when they would net have 
come to the support of Mr. Shdell? Am | 
correct in saying that Mr. Slidell was the choice 
of the Democracy, but failed of an 
cause he not get Whig votes, advocate 
though he was of river and harbor bills? That is 
the issue | make with the gentleman, and the only 
issue. I say, therefore, that such allusions coming 
from a Rey 
are unfortu 


So muel 


. oh 
mildeill 


not 


election be- 
could 


resentative of Louisiana on this floor 
1ate and ill-timed., 

. sir, for Louisiana and Maryland. I 
understand his reflection to reach Baltimore*eity. 
li so happens—I will not say that she is the Gib- 
raltar, nor will I say anything that may excite my 
fri®iad’s reflection upon the people of Raltimore-— 
but it so happens thatshe never voted for any 
other than a Democratic candidate for the Presi- 
dency since General Jackson’s day to our own, 
And further, it so happens, I think, that she never 
sent a Democratic Representative to this oor who 
voted against a river and harbor bill. So far as 
she is concerned, I am satisfied as to the will of 
my constituency. Baltimore also supported Jack- 
son when he signed theeriver and harbor bill, 
and also supported Van Buren when he did so. 
These river and harbor bills always comprised ay- 
propriations for the harbor of Baltimore and for 
the Mississippi river, so much desired by the peo- 


| ple of Baltimore and of Louisiana,. however in- 


different to the voice of that people their represent- 


ative upon this floor may seem. I wnderstocd 


| my friend from Louisiana, when he interrupted the 
gentieman from Mississippi [Mr. PEATHERSTON] 
to say that he would not vote forthe improvement 
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of the Mississippi, or of any of the rivers in his 


State, either as they stood proposed in this bill, or 
ae separate and distinct propositions. So at least I 
understood the gentleman. More than one of the 
items in the bill have been placed there because | 
joint resohuuons from the Legislature of his own 
State have been passed asking appropriations for 
these objects. Wall he tell me whether or not the 
majority of that Assembly are Democrats? Will 
he tell me whether or not the Governor of that 
State was elected by Democrats? | know they 
were. And yet, as the chairman of the Commit- 
mittee on Commerce, | have to say that items 
are contained in the bill, beeause of joint resolu- 
tions received from that State, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. Oneof these items— 
an appropriation for the Mississippi delta—was 
enacted into a law at the last session of Congress, 
in a general appropriation bill; and I ask my 
friend from Louisiana if he made any objection 
to it, or to the principle involved in that appropri- 
tion? My friend, the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, {Mr. Bayuy,] did all he 
could, [ suppose, to exclude this appropriation. 
The House will not forget, that if that appropria- 
ton was put in, represented as Louisiana was and 
now is, by two accomplished and enlightened 
statesmen of the Demoeratic party in the Senate, 
it must have been put in at their suggestion; and 
if my friend from a was silent when that 
bill came to the House, he cannot, as a man of 
principle, arrogate to himself any other character 
and judgment than one somewhat geographical and 
sectional. 

Mr. MORSE said he was absent. 

Mr. McLANE. You ought to have been here. 
Now, that is all | have to say in reply to the aile- 
gation that those votes of mine in a former Con- 
gress place me in any relation that demands expla- 
nation, and with an apology to the House for having 
consumed fifteen minutes of the time which I 
ought to have devoted to the bill to incidental mat- 
ters, I proceed to notice the objections which have 
been advanced in opposition to the passage of the 
bill. Gentlemen on both sides of the House will 
eoncede that the argument against the bill has been 
embraced pretty much in these two issues: first 
of all, that this river and harbor bill is a bill to 
earry out a system of internal nnprovements—a 
system which has been denounced and repudiated 
by the Democratic party of the country. Second: 
‘That prevented by the gentleman from Georgia, 
{Mr. Tesnnas is, Whether that be so or not, this 
bill itself is equally obnoxious with the general 
sysiem. ‘The gentleman from Georgia had the 
candor to make abroad distinction between the 
two. He admitted that they were not the same. 
He did say that the river and harbor system was 
a system founded by General Jackson, when he 
desirayed the system of John Quincy Adams, and 
he directed his argument as much against the one 
as against the other. But, before | go further, I 
will return to another matter somewhat relating to 
my own views of Democracy, suggested by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gormayn.] The 
gentleman said that it would have delighted him 
if, in replying to the gentleman from South Caro- 


lina, [Mr. Houmes,] who asked me what Democ- 


racy was, | had said ** that it consisted ina strict | 


construction of the Constitution, and the non-user 
of all doubtful powers.’’ Well, sir, the gentleman 
is a Rappy man to be satisfied with any such gen- 
erality as that. Sir, [ have never known any other 
song sung, or any other rhyme tuned in this coun- 
try by those who arrovate to themselves exclufive 
excellence in polities, than that they are strict con- 
tructionists of the Constitution as they understand 
it, and are for the non-user of all doubtful powers, 
as they understand the powers granted by the Con- 
stituvon., 

If I wanted to enact the demagogue, I do not 
think I could find a better instrument in any State 
of the Union, than to give such a definition of 
what constituted Demowracy. I might, so defining 


it, advocate anything, however inconsistent, and | 
become the champion of men without regard to | 


measures, 

Mr. HOLMES. 
form? 

Mr. McLANE. If my friend would take the 
trouble to inquire, he would find Mr. Calhoun and 
Lewis Cass both indorsing the same resolutions, 
and both sanctioning systems of improvements | 
which suited their peculiar opinions. 


Is that the Baltimore plat- 


eS Cen AL CLae 


Mr. HOLMES. What do you really think 
Democracy to be? ” 

Mr. McLANE. Again that inquiry! In reply 
to my friend from South Carolina, I should have 
thought that he would have been satisfied with a 
definition I have given him for his own personal 
gratification; but if he again invites me to explain, 
1 may say that I think it is very easily explained, 
either in this or in any other country. But before 
defining Democracy, 1 may premise that I do not 
expeet that my friends, either from Louisiana or 
from South Carolina, will agree with me in that 
definition, or that gentlemen from any State where 
the suffrage is qualified, will agree with me, unless 
they repudiate their own State constituuons, I 
believe that Democracy consists simp!y—— 

Mr. BURT, (interposing.) 1 wish simply to 
set my friend from Maryland right. It is a mat- 
ter of surprise to me that the gentleman should 
say that the suffrage of South Carolina is quali- 
fied —_— 

Mr. McLANE. I refer to suffrage and repre- 
sentation secured by it. 

Mr. BURT. Sir, the suffrage of South Caro- 
lina is not in the Jeast restricted. Every white 
man that has been two years a resident of the 
State is entitled to a vote. 

Mr. MceLANE. If the gentleman will allow 
me to proceed with my remarks, he will then better 
understand what Lintended to say. My remark 
is not simply confined to the suffrage—— 

Mr. BURT. Lrepeat, that the suffrage of my 
State is not restricted. . 

Mr. MeLANE. I was about to say, when the 
gentieman somewhat hastily interrupted me, that 
my remark applies to the representation and suf- 
frage, as they are arbitrarily established in South 
Carolina. To continue my definition of what | 
consider Democracy: I think that it is embodied 
in the absolute and the sovereign right of the 

veople to govern themselves. I[ do not know that 
can better define it than m this way. If I must 
define what | mean by the peeple, 1 would say 
that | refer to white citizens as the population. 

Mr. HOLMES. What application have your 
remarks to South Carolina? 

Mr. McLANE. Iam not speaking of South 
Carolinanow. Ininy opinion, Democracy in each 
State should consist in conceding to the people 
thereof, each acting an equal part, the right to form 
their own fundamental law, and within that law 
to govern themselves by representation according 
to population. Such is my notion of Democracy. 
It is not only expre ssed by universal suffrage, but 
combined with it the proper representation of it. 
I would have, of course, representative government 
based upon population, I should not have much 
respect for universal suffrage without population 
as a basis for representation. 

Mr. HOMES. Including niggers? 

Mr. McLANE. Sir, you must have heard me 
say white population. e 

Mr. HOLMES. Our representation is substan- 
tially based upon that. 

Mr. McLANE. No, sir, that is not the basis 
of representation in South Carolina, Like my 
own State, it is founded ona basis of numbers 
and a basis of territory, combined with a basis of 
property. 

Mr. HOLMES. Certainly; a concurrent ma- 
jority. 

Mr. McLANE. I do not wish to be inter- 
rupted. I would have the representation of my 
own State based on population alone, and I would 
call on the Democracy of Maryland 

Mr. HOLMES. I hopethat the Convention now 
sitting will have too much judgment to do that. 

Mr. McLANE. I should be sorry to see the 
Convention of Maryland far behind the expecta- 
tion of the people of Maryland. Judging from the 
tendency and force of public opinion, which is 
more irresistible than all the dogmas advanced by 
my honorable friend, | have no-doubt that in the 
course of four or five years, if not now, we shall 
have numbers as the basis of representation. 

Mr. HOLMES. It is mere speculation. 

Mr. McLANE. I would tell the honorable gen- 
tleman to let every man then indulge his own 
dreams without offence. 

Mr. HOLMES. It is true that they are but 
dreams at best. 

Mr. McLANE. Sir, they are dreams that will 
become substance and reality. 
vote of Maryland shall have becn taken on this 


subject, 1 venture to say that the result will be 


| league, [Mr. Hoames. | 


When the popular |} 
_ signed, and to the bills that they rejected, in order 


E. 


Feb. 17, 


. : the 
accomplishment of the ‘* dreams”’ that I have ex 


pressed here to-day. 

Mr. HOLMES, I hope it will not be x, in 
South Carolina. Ours is a good basis. 

Mr. McLANE. I feel confidence in sayin. 
that in due time and season, from the State of 
Maine to the Rio Grande, aye, even in South Car. 
lina, this principle will develop itself. . 

Mr. BURT, (interposing.) I submit to th, 
gentleman from Maryland whether i is in goog 
taste in this reply to discuss the State constitution 
of South Carolina, when he allows no one to re. 
ply, and knows that no one can reply to him? } 
would call him to order if I could be guilty of such 
discourtesy; but I think he must see himself tha 
it is not in good taste. 

Mr. McLANE. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina will recur to the course of this debate, |e 
will see that I have been all along subjected to in. 
terruption foreign to the bill by his honorable ep}. 
I certainly had no desire 

to advert to his State, nor should [ have done ir, 
had I not been led by his colleague [Mr. Hoimes} 
to make some references, which necessarily a 
volved the existing constitutions of Maryland and 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BURT. Then I would suggest to the-gep- 
tleman, that if he has any grievances against my 
colleague they are of a personal character, and 
that South Carolina should net be lugged in. 

Mr. MecLANE. The honorable gentleman’s 
colleagu@®[Mr. Homes] chose to insist upon a 
definiuon of Democracy. 1 defined it to my hon- 
orable friend, and I have to express to him my 
regret that the Democracy of bis own State should 
be so far behind what I deem to be the intellizen 
views of my own people, and that he could not 
sympathize with me. That is all I have got to 
say. My reply was anxiously sought by my 
friend from South Carolina on the other side of 
the House, [Mr. Hotmes,] and others have no 
responsibility connected with this subject. Enter- 
taining these opinions of what does constitute De- 

, mocracy, acknowledging the right of the people to 
govern,and to be represented faithfully, and know- 
ing that in advocating this bill I am executing with 
fidelity the wishes of the people I represent, may 

1 not be surprised to find a gentleman who repre- 

sents some other constituency interposing his 

wishes, or his opinions, or those of his constitu- 
ency, between me and my line of action, and sug- 
gesting to me, as an obstacle in their way and 
mine, some dogma not known to the political organi- 
zation that we mutually profess to support? Sir, 

1 am not to be moved from this course of duty by 

such censorious criticisms, nor from the earnest 

and zealous support of this nreasure, which | be- 

lieve they approve. e 

Now, sir, to recur to the bill under consideration. 
The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Toomss] con- 
ceded in his argument to the committee that’ Mr. 
Madison and Mr. Jefferson, whatever they might 
have thought of the improvement of water-courses 
and roads and canals, had not excluded from the 
power of the General Government the improve- 
ment of harbors. It is not necessary that eitlier 
he or I should waste time and ingenuity im ascer- 
taining under what clause of the Federal Consti- 


| tution either Jefferson or Madison found their 


| power to improve harbors. It is to the other issve 
alone that I would address myself. I venture to 
say that those extracts from the messages of Mad- 
ison and Jefferson which were presented to the 
committee by the gentleman from Georgia, do not 
exclude a well-defined system of improvement of 
water-courses. The message of Mr. Madison to 
which the gentleman from Georgia referred, is very 
_ plain, and very marked in its phraseology. Aud 
, before I recur to those papers which were read to 
the committee by the gentleman from Georgia, | 
/am very sure that I may be permitted to refer also 
to other opinions, to other actions of the same 
public men—not with a view to establish any in- 
consistency on their part, not with a view to de- 
grade those public men, as was intimated by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,}—but sim- 
ply and solely in a to interpret rationally the 
documents which have been referred to. You 
| must first of all bear in mind that both Mr. Mad- 
ison and Mr. Jefferson did sign certain river and 
harbor bills, and did reject others, You must, 
therefore, look first of all to the bills that they 
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which may apply to the message enunciating his 
views, that does not necessarily reach as objections 
1eWSss ; > . t - - 
to the bill that they did sign. ‘The gentleman from 
Georgia, with an astuteness and closeness of rea- 
soning that is preéminently his own, did suggest 
that if a river or a harbor happened to be one in 
which revenue was collected he could comprehend 
that the President might sign a bill for the improve- 
ment of such a harbor or river. 

Sir, he would find that these are precisely the 
rivers and harbors that James Madison and Thomas 
Jefferson did improve. He will find that they 
sizned bills that were confined to such rivers or 
such harbors. He will find that from the founda- 
tion of the Government, bills for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors that related to the regulation 
of commerce were signed by these Presidents, while 
they vetoed bills that involved roads and canals 
and the improvement of water-courses generally, 
and without limitation. This is my argument, 
and the whole of my argument. Mr. Jetferson, in 
his annual message at the opening of the second 
session of the Ninth Congress, held this lancuage 
on the subject: 

«The question, therefore, now comes forward, To what 
other objects shall these surpluses be appropriated, and the 
whole surplus of impost after the entire discharge of the 
publie debt, and during those intervals when the purposes 
of war shall not call for them? Shall we suppress the im- 
post, and give that advantage to foreign over domestic man- 
ufactures?) Ona few articles of more gencral and neces- 
sary use, the suppression, in due season, will doubtless be 
right; but the great mass of the articleson wh@ch impost is 
paid are foreign luxuries, purchased by those only who are 
rich enough to afford themselves the use of them. Their 
patriotism would certainly prefer its continuance and appli- 
cation to the great purposes of the public education, roads, 
rivers, canals, aud such other objects of public improvement 
as it may be thought proper to add to the constitutional 
enumeration of Federal powers. By these operations, new 
channels of communication will be opened between the 
States ; the lines of separation will disappear; their inter 


ests will be identified, and their union cemented by new | 


and indissoluble ties. Education is here placed among the 
articles of public care; not that it would be proposed to 
take its ordinary branches out of the hands of private en- 


terprise, which manages so much better all the concerns to | 


which it is equal ; but a public institution can alone supply 
those branches which, though rarely called for, are yet ne- 
eessary to complete the circle, all the parts of which con- 
tribute to the improvement of the country, and some of them 
to its preservation. ‘The subject is now proposed for the 
consideration of Congress, because, if approved by the time 
the State Legislatures shall have deliberated on this exten- 
sion of the Federal trusts, and the laws shall be passed, and 
other arrangements made for their execution, the necessary 
funds will be on hand and withoutemployment. I suppose 
an amendment to the Constitution, by consent of the States, 
necessary, because the objects now recommended are not 
among those enumerated in the Constitution, and to which 
it permits the public moneys to be applied.”’ 


Again, in his last annual message, in 1808, Mr. 
Jefferson says: 

“The probable accumulatjgn of the surpluses of revenue 
beyond what can be appliedto the payment of the public 
debt, whenever the freedom and safety of our commerce 
shall be restored, merits the consideration of Congress. 
Shall it lie unproductive in the public vaults? Shall the 
revenue be reduced, or shall it not rather be appropriated to 
the improvement of roads, canals, rivers, education, and 
other great foundations of prosperity and union under the 
powers which Congress may already possess, or such amend- 
ment of the Constitution as may be approved by the States ? 
While uncertain of the course of things, the time may be 
advantageously employed in obtaining the powers necessary 
for a system of improvement, should that be thought best.°? 


I read these entire paragraphs that the whole 
force of them may be appreciated, and that I may 
make clear the exceptions I take from them in 
favor of harbors, and to a limited extent in favor 
of rivers, 

And again, in the protest prepared by Mr. Jef- 
ferson for the Virginia Legislature during Mr. 
Monroe’s administration, he says, speaking of 
Congress: 


“They claim, for example, and have commenced the 


exercise of a right to construct roads, open canals, and effect | 
other internal improvements within the territories and juris- | 


dictions exclusively belonging to the several States, which 


this Assembly does declare has not been given to that branch | 


by the constitutional compact, but remains to each State 
among its domestic and unalienated powers, exercisable 
within itself and by its domestic authorities alone.”’ 


Now, what right has any man to suppose that 


Mr. Jefferson meant to exclude absolutely and en- | 


tirely the improvement of rivers by these words, 
‘other objects,” in this protest, or in the message 
wherein he refers to rivers generally? He had 
already given his exposition, that some rivers, 


such as were embraced by laws in force regulating | 


commerce, might be improved without an amend- 
ment of the Constitution. He had signed two or 
three bills to appropriate money for the improve- 


‘such power. 
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to find what there was in the bills that they rejected 


. . > . 

ment of rivers. It is true they were rivers already, 
as I have said, embraced by the regulations of 
commerce. They were rivers whereon the Con- 
gress of the United States had directed vessels to 
enter and clear. They were rivers on which the 
commercial marine would have sutiered, on its 
way to and from ports of entry, if obstructions 
had not been guarded against; and having signed 
bills containing appropriations for the protection 
of commerce, and to provide against those obstruc- 
tions, and furnish harbors of safety ,—having signed 
bills of this character, | say, he might weil be 
supposed to state the general propositions referred 
to in his messages, in view of his official acts as 
the Executive. So in regard to Mr. Madison. 
This message of his, which has been appealed to 
as against all river and harbor bills, is waste pa- 
per. When he finds a bill introduced which pro- 
vides for roads and canals, and water-courses, not 
within the limits of the revenue regulations, but in 
general, broad, undefined terms of providing facil- 
ities for internal commerce between the States, he 
vetoes it. He uses this language: 

“+The power to regulate commerce among the several 
States? cannot include a power to construct roads and ca 
nals, and to improve the navigation of water-courses, in 
order to facilitate, promote, and secure such a commerce, 
without a latitude of construction departing from the ordi 
nary import of the terms, strengthened by the Known incon 
veniences which doubtless led to the grant of this remedial 
power to Congress.”? 

Look, sir, at the bill that Mr. Madison vetoed: 
* An Act to set apart and pledge certain funds for Internal 

Improvement. 

1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent 
atives of the United Stites of America, in Congress assem 
bled, That thesum to be paid to the United States by the 
twentieth section of the * Act to incorporate the subseribers 
to the Bank of the United States,’ and the dividends which 
shall arise from their shares in its capital stock during the 
present term of twenty years, for which the proprietors 
thereof have been incorporated, be, and the same are here 
by, set apart and pledged as a tund for constructing roads 
aud canals, and improving the navigation of water courses, 
in order to facilitate, promote, and give security to internal 
commerce among the several States, and to render more 
easy and less expensive the means and provision necessary 
for their comimou detence.’’ 

Why, surely, I entirely agree with what he 
states there. ‘There is nothing in that message 
from which [ could dissent. Mr. Madison denies 
that this power to regulate commerce embraces a 
wide and unlimited right to improve all water- 
courses that were in any way to facilitate the com- 
merce of the country; and | beg permission to de- 
fer to and acquiesce in that opinion. I voted 
against the resolutions introduced into the last ses- 
sion of Congress, by the gentlemen from Illinois, 
Virginia, and New York, because they asserted 
the unlimited power of Congress, when there is no 
[ believe it to bea limited, well-de- 
fined power—confined to improvements of rivers, 
&c., embraced by the laws of commerce. I do not 
believe that you can improve a single river in the 
country, that is not in advance of the improve- 
ment already embraced in the regulations enacted 
by the laws of the United States. For that rea- 
son I would vote for this bill; I would vote to im- 
prove the Ohio, the Mississippi, the lilinois, the 
Arkansas, Red river, and the Tennessee. | would 
vote for them all, in view of the fact that they 
have already been inadvance of this bill, and not 


alone because they were deemed national, embraced 


in the commercial regulations of the country; and 
we are therefore bound to put up light-houses, and 
buoys, and beacons, and piers in those rivers which 
we have embraced in the regulations of commerce. 
That, sir, is consistent with the doctrines of Madi- 
son and Jefferson. Therefore, | say to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, that when Madison and Jef- 
ferson signed bills of this character, they did not 
degrade themselves. It is an assumption to put 
upon me the allegation that I am degrading them, 
and making them inconsistent with themselves. It 
would be more intelligent to admit that lam ma- 
king them more consistent with themselves. So 
much for Madison and Jefferson.. But, sir, it has 
been denied that General Jackson sanctioned this 
system. I have already said in my remarks in 
opening, when I talked about Democracy in the 
ahasvant; that [ belonged to the Jackson party— 
the party organized in this country against John 
Quincy Adams. The principles of that party I 
profess and hold to faithfully; and I maintain that 
the bill on your table is the very bill sanctioned by 


_ that party, in lieu of the original system of inter- 
nal improvements. 


Gentlemen cannot gainsay it. 
They may take new objections to this bill, and 
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they may denounce General Jackson for having 


supported this system, as the gentleman from Geor- 
gia | Mr. Toomss] did, but they cannot deny but 
that this was his policy. It was in 
politics that I was educated. ‘} 
that school I professto-day. That 

to which the people that I represe nt profess to be 
attached. 

: This limited power to improve the navir ition of 
rivers, which are embraced within the reculations 
of commerce as established by law, has been exer- 
cised from the earliest periods ogour history... Ithaa 
received the sanction of the most illustrious Repub- 
licans: the very men, too, who framed t! e Consti- 
tution. See anact approved August 7, 1789, provi- 
ding for light-houses in the Chesapeake bay, and 
for repairing piers in certain other waters. See also 
au report m ide to the House of Re; res itives 19th 
March, 1802, from the Committee on Commerce, 
by Samuel Smith, of Maryland, a Demoerat of 
deserved distinction and virtue, and at that time 
the immediate friend of Jefferson, and Repre- 
sentative of the city of Baltimore, ¢ ‘ted by the 
Republican party. : . 


that school of 
Thea principles of 


ia the school 
is fhe School 


“That by the adoption of the present Government the 
States relinquished the right of imposing tonna juties, 
which Pennsylvania had previously applied tot support 
of her light-house, beacons, buoys, and public pic ; and 
that the original intention of the tonnage duty on vessels of 
the United States appears to have been to provid ir the 
erection, repairs, and support of light hou beacons, 


buoys, and pters, which, in all the lors relative to these ob 
jects, appear to be placed on the same footing ; and the pub 
lic piers of the river Delaware were accordingly ceded to 
the United States by the State of Pennsylvania, at the samo 
time amdon the same conditions with the light-house on 
Cape Henlopen.”—.american Stute Papers, Commerce 
and Navigatio vol. i., p- 500, 

Again, July 22, 1790, further appropriations 
were made for the same purpose. 

Again, 12th August, 1790, an act to defray the 
expenses of certain establishments for tl 
of navigalion, Xe. 

Arain, March 3, 1791, another act of like char- 
acte 

Again, April 12,-1792, another act of like char- 
acter. 

Arain, June 7, 1794, and March 2, 1795. 

\zain, more particularly, on the 27th of April, 
is 9S, an act was — improving 
of the channel of 


e securuly 


the navigation 
Varren river, and for some other 
purposes of like character. 

Again, on the 6th April, 1892, an act signed by 
Mr. Jefferson, appropriating money for piers, &e., 
in the Delaware river, and for such like purposes, 

Again, on the Ist March, 1805. another act of 
the same kind, siened by Mr. Jefferson. 

And so it went on, steadily and wisely, until in 
1830, General Jackson gave some account of it in 
his annual message: 

“The practice of defraying, out of the Treasury of the 
United States, the expenses incurred by the establishment 
and suppport of light-houses, beacons, buoys, and public 
piers, within the bays, inlets, harbors, and ports of the Uni 
ted States, to render the navigation thereof easy and safe, 
is coeval with the adoption of the Constitution, and has 
been continued without interruption or dispute. As a nat- 
ural consequence of the increase and extension of our for 
eign commerce, ports of entry and delivery have been mul 
tiplied and established, not only upon our seaboard, but in 
the interior of the country, upon our lakes and navigable 
rivers. The convenience and safety of this commerce have 
led to the gradual extension of these expenditures; to the 
erection of light-houses, the placing, planting, and sinking 
of buoys, beacons, and piers, and to the removal of partial 
and temporary obstructions in our navigable rivers, and in 
the harbors upon oug great lakes, as well as on the sea- 
board. Although I have expressed to Congress myappre 
hension that these expenditures have sometimes been ex- 
travagant, and disproportionate to the advantages to be 
derived from them. I have not felt itto be my duty to refuse 
ny assent to bills containing them, and have contented my 
self to follow, in this respect, in the footsteps of ali my pre- 
decessors.”’ 


And again, after repeated allusions to the sub- 
ject and elaboration of opinion, in December, 
1834, he again goes fully into the question. He says 
in that message: 


‘¢ There is another class of appropriations for what may 
be called, without impropriety, internal improvements, 
which have always been regarded as standing uoon differ- 
ent grounds from those to which [ have referred. 

*< | allude to such as have for their object the improve- 
ment of our harbors, the removal of partial and temporary 
obstructions in our navigable rivers, for the facility and se- 
curity of our foreign commerce. 

‘The grounds upon which I distinguished appropriations 
of this character from others have alreaily been stated to 
I will now only add that, at the first session of 


Congress. 


Congress under the new Constitution, it was provided by 
lawhat all expenses which should accrue from and after 
the 15th day of August, 1789, in the necessary support and 
maintenance, and repairs of all light houses, beacons, 
buoys, and public prers, erected, placed, or sunk, before the 
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passage of the act, within any bay, inlet, harbor, or port of 
the United States, for rendering the navigation thereof easy 
and safe, should be defrayed out of the Treasury of the 
United States ; and farther, that it should be the duty of the 
Secremry of the Treasury to provide by contracts, with the 
approbation of the President, for rebuilding when neces- 
sary, and keeping in good repair,gbe light-houses, beacons, 
buoys, and public piers in the several States, and for fur- 
nisbing them with supplies. Appropriations for similar ob- 
jects have been continued from that time to the present 
without interruption or dispute. As a natural consequence 
of the increase aud extension of our foreign commerce, ports 
of entry and delivery have been multiplied and established, 
not ouly upon our seaboard, but in the interior of the coun- 
try, upon our lakes and navigable rivers. ‘The convenience 


and safety of this commerce have led to the gradual exten- | 


sion of these expenditures; to the erection of light-houses, 
the placing, planting, and sinking of buoys, beacons, and 
piers, and te the removal of partial and temporary obstruc- 
tions in our navigable rivers, and in the harbors upon our 
great Jakes, as well as on the seaboard. Although [ have 
expressed to Congress my apprehension that these expendi- 
tures have sometimes been extravagant and disproportion- 
ate to the advantages to be derived from them, I have not 
felt it to be my duty to refuse my assent to bills containing 
them and have contented myself to follow, in this respect, 
in the footsteps of allmy predecessors. Sensible, however, 
from experience ond observation, of the great abuses to 
which the unrestricted exercise of this authority by Con- 
gress was exposed, | have prescribed a limitation for the 
government of my ewn conduct, by which expenditures of 
this character are confined to places below the ports of en 
try or delivery established by law. I am very sensible that 
this restriction is not as satisfactory as could be desired, and 
that much embarrassment may be caused to the executive 
departinent in its execution, by appropriations for remote 
and not well-understood objects, But, as neither my own 
reflections, nor the lights which I may properly derive from 
other sources, have supplied me with a better, [I shall con- 
tinue to apply my best exertions to a faithful application of 
the rule upon which it is founded. I sincerely regret that I 
could vot give my axsent to the bill entitled An act to im 
ors the navigation of the Wabash river ;’ but [ could not 
vive done so without receding from the ground which I 
have, upon the fullest consideration, taken upon this sub 
ject, and of which Congress has been heretolore apprised, 
and without throwing the subject again open to abuses 
which no good citizen, entertaining my opinions, could de- 
sire. 

**f rely upon the intelligence and candor of my fellow- 
citizens, in whose liberal indulgence I have already so 


largely participated, for a correct appreciation of my mo- | 


tives in interposing, as I have done on this and other occa- 
sions, checks to a course of legislation which, without in 
the slightest degree calling in question the motives of oth- 
ers, IT consider as sanctioning improper and unconstitu- 
tional expenditures of public treasure. 

**T am not hostile to internal improvements, and wish to 
eee them extended to every part of the country. But I am 
fully persuaded, if they are not commenced in a proper 
manner, confined to proper objects, and conducted under 
an authority generally conceded to be rightful, that a suc- 
cessful prosecution of them cannot be reasonably expected. 
The attempt will meet with resistance where it might oth- 
erwise receive support, and instead of strengthening the 
bonds of our Contederacy, it will only multiply and aggra- 
vate the causes of disunion.”’ 


General Jackson would do for foreign commerce 


what he hesitated to do for domestic commerce, or | 


commeree among the States. Sir, what I would 
do for foreign commerce I would also do for the 
commerce between the States, so faras it was em- 
braced by the principles which govern our action 
in regard to foreign commerce. And again, Mr. 
Polk does not differ widely in his first veto mes- 


discussion of this subject—he concluded his ar- 


r 


gument by an appeal to the country, on the ques- | 


tion of economy. He stated to this House and 
the country, that the revenues could not exceed 


$50,000,000, { think, and that the expenditures | 
were estimated at $52,000,000 or $53,000,000. | 
Now, sir, I have a different opinion on that sub- | 


ject. | wish to say, that, so far from the revenues | 
being deficient, with the balance of $6,000,000 | 
which was in the Treasury at the end of 1850, the | 


revenues, | believe, will reach $59,000,000. 
In support of his position, Mr. McL. then 
read the following: 


Mr. Corwin, in his annual report, estimated the revenue 
for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1851, as follows: 


CURORE. odes csvecccsesec oeresrecdsseveses ane &45,000,000 | 


Public Lands ......... ooee 
Miscellaneous sources..... 


£47 592,000 
The actual returns for the first half of the 
fiseal year, from July 1, 1850, to December 


1,967,000 | 
625,000 | 


31,1850, as ascertained, is........... « « » «23,125,606 82 


Add actual returns for the month 
of January, 1851, for ten ports. .$5,100,000 
Ports not heard from, including 


California, Oregon, &c., &e.... 900,000 


6,000,000 00 | 





$29,125,606 82 | 


Add for the remaining five months, average 
4,200,000 cach, i8....cccccccessece duaceka 21,000,000 00 
$50,125,606 82 
SEO LADO, 06 006/060 000.0600 kets ee 


‘ Miscellaneous,........ oi aee. | Caer 


— 2,625,000 00 


$52,750,606 82 








Add balance in Treasury July 1, 1850 


$59,355,151 31 
I say, therefore, the revenue can be safely esti- 


mated at $52,000,000 for the fiscal year ending 
July 1, 1851, together with the balance in the 


Treasury, July 1, 1850. Expenditures of 1851, as 
—eretany and to be expended, $53,853,598 00. 
k 


ere would be a balance of five and a half mil- | 


| lions, from which the excess in this bill over the 
estimates for rivers and harbors could be easily 
met. 
million of dollars, leaving four and a half millions 


tures.* 

Mr. MORSE. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a personal explanation, in re- 
ply to what the gentleman who has just sat down 
has said. {f will not occupy the committee more 
| than ten minutes. 


Mr. FOWLER objected. 
| Mr. MORSE then moved to amend the bill by 


|| striking out the first section. 


sage from General Jackson, though ina subsequent | 


message he took much more ultra ground. 

Let me now refer to the later and more mature 
opinions of one of the most eminent of all the 
great southern statesmen (Mr. Calhoun) of our 
generation, He says that the power to improve 
the navigation of water courses was well defined 
andeasily understood. He would let the power of 
the Federal Government commence cheba 
State power ceased, He says that it is true that two 
States may make improvements in a river; but 
that when it gets to three States it is impossible 
that they should do it. Unquestionably it is so. 
But I regret that he did not stop at one State. If 
two States must come to Congress to get permis- 
sion to do the work, and when Congress gives per- 
mission, itis tantamount to Congress doing the 
work itself. And so it is in regard to tonnage du- 
ties by the Stafts, with the permission of Con- 
gress—the commercial power having been surren- 
dered by the States to Congress. When Congress 
gives assent to an act of the State laying tonnage 
duties for commercialpyrposes, light-houses, piers, 
improvement of navigation, &c., it is Congress, 
ana not the States, who exercise the power. Itis 
therefore only one mode of fixing a limitation to 
the exercise of the power. 

One word in conclusion. In relation to the re- 
marks that fell from the gentleman from Georgia, 
to whose argument I believe I have replied—thongh 
I regret I have allowed myself to lose much time 
of the poor hour assigned me by my own indis- 
cretion in being drawn away from the legitimate 


the | 


i 


The CHAIRMAN said that there was an amend- 
ment already pending. 

Mr. FOWLER said that he would withdraw 
his objection, as he had not understood what was 
the gentleman’s object. 

Mr. MORSE. 1 shall not take advantave of the 


kindness of the committee to trespass for more than | 


/avery few moments on their indulgence simply 

for the purpose of making a personal explanation, 
‘and to reply to the tissue of miserable sophisms 
that we have been entertained with fer one hour. 
And if I do not satisfy the House in ten minutes 


of the fallacy of the gentleman’s arguments, I 


promise never to make issue with the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce again. 
| Sir, when the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat, who is the organ of one of the most nnportant 
committees in the House, undertook to tell us ex 
cathedra what were the opinions of the Democracy 
in the days of Madison, Jefferson, and Jackson, 
and undertook, by a sort of side-blow, to denounce 
those who differ to-day from what ‘he holds to have 
been their opinions on the subject of internal im- 
rovements, I venture to say that whatever might 
have been their opinions, the gentleman from Mary- 
land was certainly inconsistent With himself, and 
diametrically opposed to himself, and I proved it 


* Note.—This financial point was further discussed in the 

subsequent debate, and Mr. McLane showed how steadily 

| our revenues were increasing in each successive year. 

The inerease for six months, ending December 31, 1850, 

over the six months ending December 31, 1849, was shown 
to be over four and a quarter millions of dollars, to wit: 


Receipts from Customs: 


| July 1, 1850, to January 1, 1851,.......... 823,125,606 82 
| July 1, 1849, to January 1, 1850,........... 18,881,066 41 








- 


$4,974,540 41 


That excess does not exceed, I think, a | 


for other extraordinary and additional expendi- | 


6,604,544 49 | 
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by his votes on this question. Now, sir, the gen- 
tleman is the father of a general system of improve. 
ments of riversand harbors. | endeavored toleaye 
him a loop-hele which he might have taken ad. 
vantage of, by saying that perhaps, as the organ of 
the committee, he was bound to present a measure 
of which he himself did not approve; but he 
scorned to take advantage of that loop-hole, and 
admitted that he went even further than the com. 
mittee; and he boasted of his treason to what | 
call Democracy; he boasted that he would haye 
gone further than the committee; that he would 
have increased the appropriations in this bill by 
millions of dollars if he had rot been checked by 
the committee. The gentleman attempts to mes: 
my assertion that the distinguished statesmen to 
whom he referred were not in favor of this system, 
by reading a solitary exception to the rule, and by 
showmg that General Jackson and other distiy- 
guished Presidents have occasionally, under some 
great pressure from without, been induced to sign 
bills contrary to their general principles. But in 
every single message in such cases there is an 
apology for that act, and an ingenious attempt to 
draw a distinction. Sir, all that the arguments of 
the gentleman amount to is, that these statesmen 
have occasionally been inconsistent with them- 
selves: but, sir, the gentleman has to-day endeay- 
ored, by a quibble, to get off from his inconsistency 
by saying, that these resolutions against which 
I have shown that he voted, proposed a mon- 
strous system of internal improvements, and that 
he would Pote again against so large and undefined 
asystem. Well, now, sir, this is the resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the General Government has the power 
to construct such harbors and improve such rivers as are 


necessary and proper for the protection of our Navy and of 
our cominerce, and also for the defences of our country.” 


The gentleman voted with a little corporal’s 
guard of BN ae or fifty-four against that reso- 
lution. And yet he has the assurance to rise in 
his seat here and tell this committee and the coun- 
try that the city of Baltimore has always been 
represented by men who have been in favor of 
the improvement of rivers and harbors. The gen- 
tleman when voting against that resolution, denied 
the power of Congress to improve rivers for the 
purpose of military defence, or for the benefit of 
the commerce of the country. He has contra- 
dicted himself to-day by voting to improve, at an 
enormous expense, rivers that are not necessary 
for the purpose of defence or for the protection of 
the munitions of war. If the gentleman cannot 
perceive that the resolutions against which he 
voted, narrowed down the power to limits infi- 
nitely smaller than this bill dows, Tam utterly at 
a loss to understand his powers of conception. 
But the gentleman, feeling the truth of the charge 
of inconsistency which Pirastened upon him, and 
which every man in this committee must per- 
ceive, undertakes to defend himself by turning 
upon me. 

Well, sir, suppose that [ had been inconsistent, 
would that have been any answer? But let us 
see how the matter stands. Instead of taking the 
record and pointing out a solitary vote given by 
me during the seven years during which I have 
been in Congress, inconsistent with the sentiments 
that I profess to-day, what does the gentleman 
do?. He reads us the votes of Mr. Soulé in the 
Senate of the United States. He tells us of some 
joint resolution passed by the Legislature of 
Louisiana. He tells us that a clause was insert- 
ed in the last general appropriation bill for im- 
provements in my State, and that I did not get 
up to denounce it, when I happened to be some 
thousands of miles from Washington at the time. 
Am I responsible for thefotes of othérs? Does 
it fix the charge of inconsistency on me, because 
some other gentlemen may have voted in a par- 
ticular way? And even if he had proved me 
inconsistent, would that have justified him? But 
the gentleman brings it a little nearer, He says 
that I voted for Cass and Butler, and he shows 
that these gentlemen have occasionally voted for 
bills similar to this. Well, suppose I did vote for 
Cass and Butler. It is very well known that the 
Whigs, as a party, are in favor of a magnificent 
system of internal improvements. And while I 
agreed with Cass and Butler on most questions, 
it may have been a source of regret, that I could 
not agree with those gentlemen upon this ques- 
tion. But it will be recollected that the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] whose name has 








——— 


ES a hl 


. 


— oe 6S 


a 


ee ee, ee i 


—<— 








1851. 


er drawn into this debate, has never given us 


a statement of his principles upon this subject. | 
It is stated that at Buffalo, the people there were | 


extremely anxious to hear something upon this 
joint, but the ** noise and confusion” was so great 
chat we have never heard it to this day. Now, 
there is one charge against me that the gentleman 
has been led into by the error of the Reporter of 
the Globe, which I desire to correct. I certainly 
used very strong language, because I felt deeply; 
and when I feel deeply, | do not care about weigh- 
ing my words. But 
Globe, that if this bill passed, J was in favor of 
jisunon. Now, I used those words, but there 


were some other words between, which qualified | 


the position which I took in relation to disunion. 
| was speaking upon the subject of this intermed- 
dling with State rights upon the subject of slavery. 
| said that this river and harbor business, this 
undertaking to go into the States, and embark in 


a magnificent system of internal improvements, | 


was one of a series of encroachments upon the 
part of the Federal Government upon the rights 


of the States; and I went on to say, that it was | 
very much akin, and perhaps not less dangerous | 


than intermeddling with the slavery question. I 
then went on to remark on the Union party, and 


| stated that I was endeavoring to find my lati- | 
tnde and longitude in relation to politics; and I | 
desired to state to the gentleman that it was never | 
my intention to read him, or any other man, out |! 
of the Democratic party. But, on the contrary, | 
that I only desired to say that my position was | 


that of the unfortunate wight who, finding himself 
in one of our western hotels, and being supphed 
with a beverage, enjoined the waiter if that were 
coffee to bring him tea, and if that were tea to 


bring him coffee, but that he would have no more || 
1 did | 


not intend to say that I was a Whig, or a Free- | 


of that. That is what I intended to say. 


Soiler, or an Abolitionist; but that if the senti- 


ments expressed by the gentleman from Maryland | 
were Democracy, I belonged to some other politi- || 


cal party. I then wenton to say something upon 
the subject of the Union, and the interference with 
State rights, and that I had no superstitious devo- 
tion for the Union; and, sir, I have none. The 
Union was formed to promote the happiness and 
prosperity of the whole people, and when it is 
used by a reckless majority as the means of op- 
pression—when a majority seeks to interfere with 
the exercise of the civil or religious rights of the 
States, I am then for coming out of the Union— 
peaceably if we can, violently if we must. 

Mr. CARTTER rose and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. McDONALD claimed the floor. 

Mr. CARTTER asked the Chair if the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. McDowna.p] was entitled 
to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
diana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McDONALD asked if the question before 
the committee was not upon his amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said it was. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


“For the improvement of the Wabash river above the 
Rapids, the sum of $50,000.” 

Mr. McDONALD. It was my desire when 
this bill was under general discussion in this com- 
mittee, to have obtained the floor for the purpose 
of explaining my opinions upon it. | differ with 
what appears to be the prevailing sentiment of the 
great majority of the Eeonmenelia members upon 


this floor in regard to the right of the Government | 
to make appropriations for the improvement of 


the rivers, the harbors, and the lakes in this coun- 
try. Ishal] take issue with no man, as to whether 
the Government has the power to go into a gen- 
eral system of internal improvements or not. I 
do not think that it exists. If it did exist, I do 
not think that it would be in accordance with sound 


policy for the Government to exercise it. But | 


while the Federal Government retains sovereignty 
over rivers, lakes, and harbors, I would like to 
know if it is not appropriately within its province 
to make appropriations for the improvement of its 


own highways? If it has not the power, I would | 


like to know where that power resides. 
I have offered this amendment not merely for 


the purpose of making a speech, but I have offered | 


it in good faith, and with the hope that it may be 
adopted. 


I am not prépared to say, at this stage of the 
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am made to say here in the | 


The gentleman from In- || 








! 
| bill, whether I shall support the whole bill as it 
|| now stands or not. ‘lhere are appropriations in 
this bill which, in my opinion, are not within the 
power of the Government to make—they tran- 
seend the powers of theGovernment. | maintain 
that this Government retains only the power to 
| make appropriations’ for the improvement of its 
/own highways. So far as this bill makes such 
appropriations, it shall have my cordial and hearty 
concurrence. But | must say, that it is not just 
in its distributions to the different sections of the 
eountry. As far as the sectiop of the country 
from which I come, we have an appropriation for 
the Ohio river above the Falls, an appropriation 
| for that river below the Falls, and for: the Missis- 
sippi river and its tributaries; but it seems it never 
entered into the minds of this committee who 
introduced this bill, that there was such a stream 
in existence as the Wabash; and if it did, that 
that river was navigable, and that there are cer- 
tain obstructions in it which materially impede the 
| navigation of that stream. But it seems, because 
| it is not regarded as a tributary of the Mississippi 
river, we are to claim no portion of the appropri- 
ations which are contained in this bill. 
k have said that there were difficulties in the nav- 
| igation of that river. There are at certain points 
in the Wabash, sand-bars, which very materially 


pu 
river is now navigable six months in the year. If 
those obstructions were removed, the navigation 
might be continued from eight to ten months in 
the year. 

Now, let me ask, if this Government has the 
power, which few deny, to make improvements 
in its own highways, and if it is to make appro- 
priations in other sections of the country for the 
improvement of those highways, I shall claim 
equal-handed justice with the rest of the States; I 
shall claim that comparative justice for this river, 
in my own State, which the rivers in other sec- 
tions of the country receive. I ask that the 
amount which my amendment provides for—and 
which I know is not an extravagant amount; 
which is not more than simple justice to the sec- 
tion of country which I have the honor, in part, to 
represent—I say I hope this amendment will re- 
ceive the favorable consideration of this commit- 
tee, and that this House will mete out to us that 
measure of justice which is our due, and which 
has been so long delayed. This is all we ask. 

Mr, CARTTER said: Mr. Chairman, | am op- 
posed to the amendment just offered, and shall 
continue my opposition to it until I shall hear bet- 
ter reasons in its favor than have yet been given. 
But it is not exclusively to oppose the amendment 
| that I have taken this occasion for addressing the 
committee, but for the purpose of explaining my 
reasons for opposing the bill. 

I do not know that I comprehend the constitu- 
| tional metaphysics that have been introduced in 
| the course of this debate for the consideration of 

the country; and I do not know that [ have any 
desire to understand them. If I did, it would be 
| impossible to draw any light upon the subject 
| from the experience of the great party leaders of 
| the past, or from the expressions of several of the 
' emmeént party leaders of the present day. The 
only result of reference to the experience of these 
‘men has been to prove a perfect discordance of 
opinion on this subject. The only ground upon 
which I place the power of this Government to 
make these improvements is the constitutional 
right of levying and collecting revenues. This 
Government has the power of floating a navy; it 
has the power of lighting that navy into safe 
harbors by means of lamps upon the seacoast. 
It has the powet of protecting the commerce of 
the country by all the means necessary for its 
protection. It has the power of opening the ports 
for the commerce of the country. 
believe that this Government is a thing, or a 
nothing; that is to be changed and directed by the 
freaks of fancy or the fanaticism of sectional 
opinion. I believe it is an entity, is a fabric built 
| of too solid a material to be annihilated by the 
power of a single State. I believe it is a being 
| having existence, and the power of supporting 
| that existence. It is for these reasons that I shall 
| vote for such appropriations contained in this bill 
| as are designed for the protection of the commerce 


of the country, and particularly the great internal 
ti 





— the navigation of that river, and which the | 
»lic necessities demand should be removed. That 


‘ 
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GLOBE. 


| constitutional objection. 


Sir, I do not | 


commerce of the country on our western seas— || 


ee eee ee 
those inland seas which bear upon their bosoms 
a commerce amounting to $200,000,000 annually, 
and which send to their bottoms more than 
$2,000,000 worth of property annually, by reason 
mainly of a want of proper protection; seas which 
send to eternity the mariners, and passengers, and 
émigrants, who travel upon these waters, to the 
amount of from two to six hundred persons an- 
nually. 

Mr. Chairman, in ev ery point of view these 
are national waters. ‘They are waters which ex- 
pose the country to three thousand miles of hostile 
frontier—they are waters which have been signal- 
ized and rendered immortal by the naval e quests 
upon them during the last war with Great Britain— 
they are waters upon which a hostile fleet may 
sweep from one end to the other in twenty-four 
hours; and yet this vast amount of commerce is left 
unprotected by any navy, and would be delivered 
over to the mercy of an enemy in case of a war. 
W hy, upon the coast of Lake Erie thereis nota soli- 
tary port which is not submerged by almost every 
storm which wakes up the waters of that mighty 
lake. If gentlemen’ on this floor will come here 
and vote enormous appropriations for the mainte- 
nance of our fortifications and for the support of 
the Navy, and yet will refuse to vote for these ap- 
propriations, they ought to be compelled to navi- 
gate these lakes when worked into a fury by one of 
the storms peculiar to them. It is the worst wish 
[ could give them. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question now being upon the amendment 
of Mr. McDownatp, he demanded tellers, which 
were ordered. 

The question then being taken, (Messrs, Stan- 
ton, of Tennessee, and Breck acting as tellers,) 
it resulted—ayes 33, noes 84. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARKE offered the following amend- 
ment: 

** Por the improvement of Sackett’s Harbor, Lake Onta- 
rio, and the removal of a ship of the United States Navy 
sunk there, #10,000.”’ 

Mr. C. said: I had prepared an argument upon 
the constitutionality and general merits of this 
bill, which I intended to have offered while it was 
under general discussion, if an opportunity had 
presented; but as I was denied the privilege of 
making these remarks at thas time, i shall con- 
fine myself exclusively to the amendment which I 
have offered. ‘That amendment is subject to no 
[t calls upon this Gov- 
ernment to do a simple, plain, and obvious act of 
justice. Sackett’s Harbor is within about thirty 
miles of Kingston, within the sound of the guns of 
that powerfully-fortified city. It is a military 
post—the finest and most extensive barracks in 
America are there. It is a naval station, and 
twenty-odd ships of war have been built there by 
the United States. One of them is now sunk in 
this harbor. It is, therefore, strictly constitutional 
to improve that harbor, as it forms a necessary 
oint of the general defence of the country. That 
iarbor—and I beg gentlemen to pay a little atten- 
tion to the remarks I make—is formed at the foot of 
Lake Ontario, by a promontory running easterly 
from the main land into the lake about a quarter 
of a mile, thus embosoming that part of the lake 
lying between the promontory and the main land. 
This harbor opens to the east. Previous to 1812, 
the general depth of the harbor was from nine to 
fifteen feet, and it was comparatively easy of ac- 
cess. The promontory was at that time partially 
covered with trees and shrubbery, the roots of 
which bound securely together the alluvial material 
of which it was composed. 

In 1812, the United States established a navy- 
yard there, and adopted it as a military post. It 
was the focus of all the naval and most of the 
military operations of the United States on that 
frontier during the war of 1812. The United 
States cleared off the promontory, and built ships 
|} yn it. There is now upon the stocks on the end 
| of that promontory one of the largest ships in the 

world. The destruction of the shrubbery and trees 
on that promontory, and the consequent decay of 
their roots, exposed the alluvial material of which 
| it was composed to the action of the swell and 
surge of the lake, and much of it was in conse- 
quence removed, forming a bar, commencing at the 
east end of the promontory, and running thence 
southerly about two thirds across the mouth of 
the harbor, on which the water is from two to 
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away of this promontory, that the United States 
found it necessary to establish a species of wharf 
or dock on its outside and east end, to protect ut 
from being entirely washed away. 

This bar renders the entry and departure of ves- 


sels, when the wind blows in certain directions; | 
The removal of this bar is | 


exceedingly difficult. 


part of the improvement sought for by the amend- | 


ment | have proposed. Much of the timber of 
which the fleet of twenty vessels was made was 
drawn upon the ice in the harbor, and hewed and 
framed there. This timber was usually drawn in 
the Winter, and many logs, sticks of timber, and 
much Of the rubbish of a ship-yard, where twenty 
vessels had been built, found its way into the bot- 
tom of that harbor, and it is made shallow by 
those materials, 

The proposed amendment requires the United 
States to clear out this harbor to its original depth 
—to remove the bar at its mouth—in short, to 
make the harbor as deep and accessible and as 
good as it originally was. It is the duty of the 
Ciovernmenit to do this, by way of amends for the 
injury it has done; it is proper to do it because it 
is on the fronuer of the Republic; because it 1s a 
military post and naval station, and has been the 
seit of great military and naval operations, and 
my be again. It is just and necessary, be- 
cause this harbor is the natural outlet of much of 
the produce of that region, and because it is the 
seat of great and increasing commerce. ‘There is 
now a plank road that connects it with the public 
works of the State of New York at Rome, eighty 
miles in the interior, and a railroad is now ina 
state of rapid progress, and which will probably 
be completed next Summer, connecting the same 
places. ‘There is another railroad in contempla- 
tion, connecting Sackett’s Harbor with Saratoga 
Springs, and thence with Albany and Boston, 
which road will, [have no doubt, be completed. 
When these improvements are completed, nothing 
will prevent Sackett’s Harbor from becoming the 
queen of Lake Ontario. The improvements are 
due, are needed now, and their necessity is con- 
tinually increasing. 

I take occasion to say, that sound policy and 
stern justice require that this improvement should 
be made. The Government have made the village 
of Sackeut’s Harbor the seat of war—for nearly 
three years it was one continual scene of vigilance, 
alarm, and battles; and was filled with military 
and naval preparations—and we deem it hardly 
possible that their reasonable request should be 
demied. 

The Government have carefully surveyed this 
harbor, and pursuant to that survey have com- 
menced the work. ‘The map which { hold in my 
hand was made by the Government, and shows 
the extent of the improvements made, and clear- 
ly and fully sustains every material fact I have 
stated, 

Mr. BURT said he was opposed to the amend- 
ment and tothe bill itself. He should have been 
very happy if the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
MceLane,] when be (Mr. B.) gave him notice the 
other day of his desire to answer him, had, in his 
opening speech, argued the constitutional question. 
His friend from Georgia [Mr. Toomns] had inter- 
posed such insurmountable obstacles in the way 
of the geatleman from Maryland as to render it 
unnecessary for him (Mr. B.) to attempt to enlarge 
upon the constitutional question. He called upon 
that gentleman to answer it—nay, he defied him 
to answer it. He(Mr. B.) maintained that under 
the Constitution of the United States this Govern- 
ment could make no improvement or structure 
whatever within the jurisdiction of a State, except 
in cases clearly specified in the Constitution for 
dock-vards, arsenals, fortifications, &c. He 
would like to hear some gentleman attempt to an- 
swer it—that the consentof the State cannot en- 
large the power of this Governmen’, or the legis- 
lative department of the Government—that they 
have no more right to make a harbor and open a 
river than they have to make a railroad through 
any State in this Union. He made that point. 

Mr. B. also maintained that no system, as such, 
of internal improvements had ever been attempted 
by the Federal Government—that it was impractica- 
ble toadoptany system—that appropriations which 
have been heretofore made, were mostly local in 
their character, as were the most of the appropria- 
tions in this bill. The most of them were entirely 
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three feet deep only. So grewt was the washing | local, and as such were highly objectionable. Mr. 


3. then adverted to the fact of the vast expendi- 
tures which have been heretofore made by the 
Federal Government for works of the character in 
this bill. He recited many statistics upon this 
point to show the vast amount of the moneys col- 
lected from the agricultural portions of the coun- 
try which have been appropriated in violation of 
the Constitution, and wanted in vain attempts to 
| build harbors where nature never intended that 
there should be any. 

Mr. CARTTER moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out “$10,000,’’ and inserting 
*° 49 ,000.”’ 

Mr.C. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the harbors 
on the western seas, I say that they are not only 
necessary to the national defence—necessary to the 


| efficiency of the navy upon those seas—but they 


are necessary for the protection of the great 
amount of commerce that floats upon the bosom of 
those magnificent waters. ‘These lakes bear to the 
West almost the entire emigration that has been, 
and is now filling up that immense and wealthy 
region. ‘They bear upon their bosom the produce 
that supphes the eastern States. They not only 
carry the produce destined for the eastern States, 
and much of that which goes to Europe, but they 
bear back the merchandise of the Kast to the west- 
ern and southern States. When you have sur- 
veyed all the results of this commerce, you will 
find that there is not a hamlet in the United States 
but what is reached by the factlities these lakes af- 
ford. Not only are they great national lines and 
highways, but they are directly within the national 
control. In all the details of their business, they 
| inure directly to the support of every part of the 
Government. ‘hey are not eameual within the 
limits of a single State. But my time does not 


. permit me to make an elaborate argument upon 


this point. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I 
will support and vote for no bill which does not 
meet my own judgment and conscience. Any 
system of rog-roiling and propitiating vetes by 
accumulating measures, 1s vicious in itself, and 
ought not be tolerated. My rale of action upon 
this bill when called upon to vote, will be to vote 
for that which is demanded by the public welfare, 
and what | conceive to be within the power of thé 
National Legislature to reject or approve. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, (inter- 
rupting.) 1 rise to make an inquiry 

Mr. CARTTER., | desire not to be interrupted. 
My time has almost expired. An inquiry has 
been raised by gentiemen in the course of this dis- 
cussion how you are to get the money by which 
these internal improvements are to be made—these 
improvements which are so beneficial to the wel- 
fare of the Republic, and that will bring such un- 
told advantages to the country. Ll have an an- 
swer to this question. ‘Take the money appro- 
priated for fortifications— 739,000 appropriated 
in baubles—that produce no good results, but only 
ends in a system of corruption. 

Mr. CLARKE opposed the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,} and urged 
upon the Committee of the Whole the importance 
of the adoption of his amendment. He again ad- 
verted to the nevessity of clearing Sackett’s Har- 
bor, the impediments in which, he said, were 
placed there by the United States. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Carrrer, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Crarke, upon which he demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Bow.in and 
Hattoway were appointed; and the question 
being taken, the result was—ayes 68, noes 46. 

No quorum voting, several members demanded 
a call of the House. ’ 

The tellers then reported two more in the af- 
firmative, which the Chair decided to be a sufficient 
number to make a quorum. Objection was made, 
but the Chair decided that since there had been 
two more reported there was a quorum voting. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, insisted upon 
calling the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN, in reply, said that the 
question had been already decided. 

Mr. JOHNSON wished to know what author- 
ity the Chair had for deciding this question when 
there was no quorum voting when the tellers re- 


ported ? ‘ 





Loud cries of ** Call the roll!’’ Great confusion | 
! in the Hall. 
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The CHAIRMAN understood the tellers to re. 
port two more in the affirmative, which, in his 
opinion, made a quorum of the members presey,; 
If gentlemen are not satisfied with this decision of 
the Chair they can appeal. 

Mr. JOHNSON appealed from the decision, 

Mr. BAYLY said that there was a quorum 
present without counting the two who voted afier 
the tellers had reported. If the Chairman counts 
himself, there was a quorum without counting the 
two. 

The question now being, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 
it was taken, and the decision of the Chair was 


| sustained. 


Mr. McLANE moved to strike out the follow. 


| ing items: 


** For a breakwater structure at the harbor of Burlington, 


| Lake Champlain, $15,000. 


** For the improvement of Sackett’s Harbor, Lake Onta. 
rio, aud the removal of aship of the United States Nayy 
sunk there, $10,000.” 

Mr. MeL. said: Now, sir, the Chair will obserye 

, ’ TV 
that I have moved to strike out so much as has 
been inserted, together with so much as provides 
for a structure at the harbor of Burlington, on 
Lake Champlain, and to insert the following 
words: 

** For the harbo- >t Burlington, Lake Champlain, $14,000. 


Let me say to the committee, in support of that 
amendment, that if they are disposed to put into 


| this bill additional items which have been already 


submitted to the committee, either upon memorials 
from this House or upon estimates sent,to that 
committee from the bureaus at the request of 
members, and the bill should thereby become bur- 


| dened with so much weight as to fail in getting the 


support of this House, the Committee on Com- 
merce must be exonerated from all blame. 
Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. I rise toa 
oint of order, and it is this: The gentleman from 
userid {Mr. arte ee proposes to strike out 
that which the committee have inserted in the bill 
upon the motion of the gentleman ftom New York 


| (Mr. Crarke.] 


Mr. McLANE. Together with other words, 


| ** for a breakwater structure at the harbor of Bur- 


lington, Lake Champlain, $15,000.” 
Mr. CALDWELL. He proposes at the same 


| time to reinsert the other words which he strikes 


out. It is substantially, in effect, to strike out that 
which the committee have reinserted. I hold it to 
be out of order. 


The CHAIRMAN understands that the amend- 


| ment is to strike out that which the committee 
| have inserted together with another portion of the 
| bill, which the Chair thinks is in order. 


Mr. CALDWELL... That which he proposes 
to insert is the same as that which is already in 
the bill. 

Mr. McLANE said he proposed a different sum. 

Mr. CALDWELL said that the sum proposed 


| to be inserted in the amendment was precisely the 
/sum which was proposed to be stricken out. 


Mr. McLANE proposed to modify the amend- 


| ment so as to meet the objection of the gentleman 


| from Kentucky, [Mr. Catpwe t.] 


The CHAIRMAN, addressing the gentleman 


_from Maryland, inquired what his amendment 
| was? 


Mr. McLANE. It is to strike out the appro- 
riation of $15,000 for Burlington, and $10,000 for 


| Sackett’s Harbor, and to substitute an appropria- 
| tion of $14,000 for Burlington. 


| order. 


Mr. CALDWELL insisted that the amendment 
was not in.order. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be 


| in order. 


Mr. CALDWELL insisted upon his point of 
The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr, McLane] is, in effect, noti- 


| ing more nor less than to strike out that which the 


| committee have inserted. 


The gentleman pro- 
poses to carry with it another provision of the bill, 
and then to reinsert substantially that same pro- 
vision. Ifthe Chair decides that the amendment 
is in order, he (Mr. C,) would appeal from the de- 
cision. 


The CHAIRMAN understood that the gentle- 


_man from Maryland had changed the sum from 
_ the amount now in the bill. 


j 


Mr. McLANE. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN said that he must overrule 
the point of order. " 
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Mr. CALDWELL appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. —__ . 

Mr. McGAUGHEY submitted, whether that 
portion of the bill which has been put in by the 
committee could be stricken out at all ? 

The CHAIRMAN said, it was in order to strike 
out and insert, but it would not be in order to 
strike out merely. 

The question was then taken, ‘ Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee ?’’ and carried in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. McLANE. I only desire to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the importance of not in- 
creasing the amount appropriated in this bill to so 
great an extent as to operate in defeating the bill 
itself. The bill, as it comes from the committee, 
appropriates upwards of $2,000,000; and, so far 
as my judgment is respected, | would resist one 
increase of the aggregate amount appropriated. 
And if we go on in making additional items, there 
is no telling where we shall stop. I wish to call 
the attention of the committee to the fact, that most 
of the additional items which have been proposed 
here came before the committee which reported 
the bill, and were rejected by that committee. The 
item making an additional appropriation for the 
improvement of Lake Ontario, which the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Ciarke} has just pre- 
sented, came before that committee; and, after a 
full investigation, we came to the conclusion that 
it was not necessary. 

Now, sir, the course which we are inviting this 
committee to pursue, is the course which every 
committee opposed to the bill would be very glad 
to have the House adopt. When the committee 
have rejected an appropriation, the chairman of 
that committee, of course, feels it to be his duty to 
oppose that appropriation in the House. He 
might feel himself at liberty to go further: When 
he has reported an amount which is as much as he 
thinks ought to be appropriated, if a larger amount 
is introduced into the bill it might become his duty 
to insist upon its rejection, I make this caution 
and appeal to this committee, and that is all ] have 
to say upon this subject. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose 
the amendment, to strike out and insert, offered by 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, [Mr. McLawne,] and to express my sur- 
prise and regret at the course which he has seen 
proper to pursue in reference to this bill. Ido not 
recognize the right of any committee of this House, 
composed of nine members, to come here with any 
oposition, and especially one in which such great 
nterests are involved as are in the adoption of a 
great system of improvements, and then to attempt 
to foree it through this House without any alter- 
ation or amendment; and thus to smother the 
voice of the people’s representatives in the appro- 
priatinn of large sums of money. ‘This, like all 
other committees, has the right to prepare meas- 
ures, and furnish information, but not in this man- 
ner to control the legislation of the country. a 

While, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a sys- 
tem of improvements, the political party with 
which I have acted have professed to be in favor 
of such a system; but certainly, as I understand 
1, with this limitation, that the improvements pro- 
posed to be made are proper and necessary to pro- 
tect, rerulate or facilitate the general interests of 
commerce. This is what I understand to be the 
true doctrine upon the subject. 

And holding these views, sir, I protest against 
the principles upon which many of the details of 
this billhave been arranged. While there are ap- 
propriations to some objects of great national im- 
portance in view of the wants of the commerce of 
the country, yet I regret to say that there are also 
many which, if: not intended, are certainly calcu- 
lated only to benefit particular localities, and so far 
as the nation is concerned, are therefore partial 
and unjust, If we enter into a system of internal 
improvements at all, let it be enlarged and liberal, 
put judicious; and not this local, sectional, partial 
pohtcy, which seeks to advance local interests 
and private fortunes at the expense of the Treas- 
ury of the nation. While I iffer with the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. 'Toomss] in most of his 
positions on this question, I fully coneur with 
‘um, that in this matter, as in all others, * equality 
is but equity.’? And there can be no more cer- 
tain way of bringing the whole system into disre- 
pute, and makimg it odious to the country, than 
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the exhibition we have here. Those who have 
been in favor with this committee, and the Topo- 
graphical Bureau, have been enabled to get what- 
ever for their section they may have desired, 
while all others are excluded, and now those are 
rallied and exhorted by the chairman of that com- 
mittee to vote down every amendment, right or 
wrong, and in this way to force it through. | 

Now, the amendment offered by my friend from 
New York, (Mr. Ciarxe,] as he has fully demon- 
strated to the committee, commends itself, in my 
judgment, to the favor of this committee much 
beyond many of the appropriations in this bill. 
And is he to be denied a fair hearing upon this 
floor because he may not happen to enjoy the fa- 
vor of that Committee on Commerce, or the corps 
of Government surveyors? Is his section of the 
country, and that of every other member simi- 
larly situated, to be denied the right of having 
their propositions submitted to this House, and 
acted upon by the representatives of the people? 
Now, sir, I can only say, that I, for one, will al- 
ways protest against such a course, and neither 
the ties of party, or the combining of local and 
sectional interests, can long sustain a system which, 
without any fault in the system itself, but in those 
who control it, confers local and partial benefits at 
the expense of the Treasury of the whole country. 
And whiie | shall endeavor to preserve and sus- 
tain the system, so long as | have a voice to raise 
here, | shall protest earnestly against not only its 
abuse, but its prostitution to the advancement of 
private and individual interests. 

The distinction taken in regard to the right and 
power of this Government to improve navigable 
rivers, and improve harbors, to the exclusion of 
all other means of commercial communication or 
transportation, | have been unable to perceive. 

It may, in view of the condition of the public 
finances, be prudent so to restrict the appropria- 
tions at the present time. But that the Govern- 
ment can make no improvements except upon the 
lakes, the large rivers, or the seacoast, is to deny 
to that portion of the country more unfortunately 
situated, all the bounty aad munificence of the 
Government, although possessing the resources 
for a valuable commerce, if, by giving thein their 
due share of the public money, the means of con- 
ducting it were afforded them. If the Government 
had the right to construct the Cumberland road— 
a turnpike—why may they not have the right to 
construct a railroad or canal, or whatever may be 
necessary to facilitate the commercial intercourse 
of the people of different sections of this country? 
[ hold that the Mississippi, or the lakes, are no 
more national highwaysthan the Cumberland road, 
or any other thoroughfare which this Government 
might construct. 

I hold, then, Mr. Chairman, that the people of 
this country, who do not happen to live im the 
neighborhood of lakes or of navigable rivers, as 
gentlemen are pleased to call them, but who pay 
their proportion to the support of Government, 
and bear its burdens, are equally entitled to its 
benefits, in projecting and carrying out a scheme 
to aid and benefit the commercial interests. And 
[ hope they may receive their proper consideration 
at the hands of this committee, notwithstanding 
the appeals that have been made to vote down all 
amendments. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOOMBS moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out $14,000. He agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Casery,] as to 
the course of the Committee on Commerce. First 
they come here with such items as they may think 
fit to present. They do not want the House to 
adopt a general system of improvement, but their 
system. The debate on the bill is confined to six 
| hours, of which these friends take the greater 
| share. They close the debate, and will not allow 

any item to be put into the bill, how important so- 

ever it may be, except what they themselves have 
reported. The chairman of the Committee on 

Commerce urges the House not to vote upon the 

amendments, whatever may be their justice or pro- 

priety, unless they have been recommended by the 
committee. There were some points in the speech 
of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
which he should take occasion to answer when the 

House should go into Committee of the W hole on 

some of the appropriation bills. In reference to 

the estimates made by the gentleman from Mary- 
(| land, (Mr. MeLawe,] he would say, that the Sec- 
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retary of the Treasury has shown that at the end 
of the year in 1852, you will be behind $865,000; 
but the gentieman says that there will bea surplus 
of six millions. The French spoliation bill is yet 
to come before the House, as it has already passed 
one branch, and $5,000,000 is the sum provided 
for in that bill. You will have to provide for ten 
millions of your debt falling due in 1853. 

Mr. McLANE said: Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss.] That gentleman has al- 
luded to the estimates which [ had made in this 
committee. I am very sorry that he has mistaken 
my position in relation to the bill, Sir, | beg to 
say to the gentleman from Georgia that I do not 
think | have presented any argument in closing 
the debate which I did not present in the opening 
argument, 

Now, sir, as to the estimates to which the gen- 
tleman trom Georgia alludes, he says | might as 
well have placed the estimate for the present year 
at $10,000,000 as $5,000,000, Now,.as the gen- 
tleman has notin his remarks justified his asser- 
tions, but has merely made his assertions in the 
form of a loose declamation, I submit that I owe it 
to myself to say that the estimates are well founded. 
Six months out of the year for which my estimates 
were made have already passed, in which the aet- 
ual receipts are $23,125,000. 1 have only estima 
ted $50,000,000 for the year. In thes Xx mouths 
which have already passed, we have received more 
than $23,000,000. One of the other six months 
has already passed, and we have collected in ten 
ports alone $5,100,000. I have made the very 
moderate estimate that we have received $1,000,000 
from all the other ports, making $6,000,000 in all 
during the month of January. If you take this 
month as the standard for the remaining five 
months of the half year, the gross amount of the 
revenues for the whole year would amount to 
$72,000,000; but instead of placing my estimate 
tor the six months at six millions per month, [ 
have reduced it to about $4,000,000, making the 
proper allowance on the period of the year. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS (interrupting) asked if the gen- 
tleman from Maryland estimated the receipts from 
April to July by those of January ? 

Mr. McLANE (resuming) said: Certainly not. 
L have reduced my estimates upon the month of 
January, from six to two miilions. But to the 
point. | have said that the revenues from customs 
will, in my judgment, amount to $50,000,000 for 
the fiscal vear ending Juiv, 185l—we have already 
received over $23,000,000 in six months. I have 
placed my estimates for the remaining six months 
at two millions less per month than we had re- 
ceived in the month of January. I think if the gei- 
tleman from Georgia will take these facts into con- 
sideration, he will agree with me that $50,000,000 
for the year ts a moderate estimate from customs. 

Now, as to hisargument in reiationto the French 
spoliation bill, Lean tell him that that bill does not 
involve any portion of this $50,000,000. There 
is no such bill as that to which the gentleman 
from Georgia alludes, appropriating $5,000,000 in 
money. The bill proposes to issue stocks. It 
cannot therefore have any influence whatever upon 
the condition of the ‘Treasury at the end of the 
fiscal year 1851. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAYLY rose to offer an amendment, but 

The CHAIRMAN said no amendment was in 
order. 

The question then being upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. MeLane,} 
it was taken, and 61 gentlemen rose in the aifirma- 
tive. 

Mr. ALBERTSON demanded tellers, which 
were ordered, and Messrs. Rosiwson and Bocock 
were appointed. The question was then taken, 
and the tellers reported—ayes 67, noes 67—a tie. 

The CHAIRMAN voted in the negative, and 


the amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. HOWE off*red the following amendment: 
; Por the survey of the Alleghany river, 310,000.” 


Mr. H. said: Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to 
this committee, that this appropriation is very im- 
portant to the Alleghany river, as it is the grand 
artery of the Ohio. The Alleghany and Monon- 
gahela rivers form the Ohio, The Alleghany also 
goes into the State of New York, and the Erie 
railroad connects with the Alleghany river at a 


| place calied Lite Valley, two hundred miles above 
>. 
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the city of Pittsburg. The Alleghany is nayiga- | 
ble in its natural state about six months of the | 
year as far as Franklin, one hundred and thirty 


miles from its mouth, and admits of boats of one |! 


hundred and fifty tons burden, Itis seldom closed 
by ice—it has always been open, with few excep- 
tions, and navigable except ig the time of drought. 
The Alleghany river should be improved at that 
point, for it forms the connecting link between the | 
cities of New York and New Orleans, and is the 
most direct route between those two great com- 
mercial emporiums, A survey was made some 
ten years ago of the Alleghany, and a favorable | 
report Was made to the Government; but by some 
accident that report was lost, and it could not be 
found in the avehiioen of this Government. I ask, 
therefore, that the committee wil! adopt this amend- 
ment, that there may be a resurvey of this river; | 
because, if directed and a report made favorable, 
as before, gentlemen can see the great importance | 
of at once improving the river, opening a link be- 
tween New York and New Orleans, and thereby 
opening a channel for commerce, the most direct 
and speedy way of getting from the North to the 
South. [I am sure there can be no objection to this. 
It is a national work, and of national importance. 
It is one of those great rivers that connect two | 
States or more, and washes three States, or two 
States three times. I believe it comes within the 
constitutional meaning of a navigable river of a 
public nature, and one which 1s entitled to public 
mmprovement. Besides that, it is of the very first 
importance in every national point of view in 
which it can be viewed, and in every aspect. In 
time of war it will be of great importance to our 
country, and in time of peace and prosperity, it 
will be a great thoroughfare for the commerce and 
for the travel between the East and the West, be- 
tween the Northandthe South. Therefore, look- 
ing at the subject in every point of view, I am 
satisfied that the committee will adopt this amend- 
ment, the appropriation asked for being but small. 
I am perfectly satisfied that this river is of easy 
improvement, and would be cheap in its expendi- 
tures; and, above all, that it would be of the first 


made. 
1, Mr. Chairman, am a river and harbor im- 


provement man; but I would not carry the princi- 
ple to an unreasonable extent. I would go for the 


improvement of such rivers as are national in 
their character—that are of public importance and 
utility, and are easy of improvement, and where | 
they make such important connections as this river | 
does with the great East, North, West, and 
South, being about two hundred+miles from its 
mouth to the point designated. This river, in its 
natural state, without any improvement extended 
to it by Government, was navigated by steamboats 
from Pittsburg three miles above Olean Point, 
some fifteen or sixteen years ago. It has been 
fnvigated almosi constantly ever since, without 
any improvement, to a point about two hundred 
miles above Pittsburg, 
Erie Railroad leaves the river and goes to the lake. 
A distance of forty-five miles above Buffalo it is | 
navigable for six or eight months in a year by | 
steamboats, without any improvements at all. Sir, | 
the Alleghany river is the great arterial cord—— | 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. HILLIARD said: Mr. Chairman, in the 
five minutes which are allowed me at this time I 
desire to take occasion to say something distinctly | 
in relation to the bill at large, but as my time is 


limited T will pass rapidly over the remarks made | 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Howe.]} 


There can be no finer comment upon the grounds || 


upon which the bill rests than the remarks of the 
gendeman himself, and upon the arguments of 
other gentlemen who have remarked upon the 
several objects of the bill. They have endeavored 
to Impress upon the committee shied these were na- 
tional objects, that they were for the protection of 


commerce, and that, therefore, it was within the | 


power granted by the Constitution to appropriate 
money for them. 
concede that the commerce, the foreign commerce 
of a port or harbor would bring it within the con- 

titutional rule, I would like to ask whether there 


is anything in the Alleghany river which would for | 


a single moment bring it under that class? But I 
am not willing to concede that wherever foreign | 
commerce touches that there Government has a | 


where the New York and | 


Now, if they were disposed to | 


not willing to concede that Government hasa right 


to select certain points upon our coast and say it | 


will improve this point, while it will exclude the 
other. 


What 


Why, when I turn to the Constitution, 


| possesses, I ask where shall | find the power to 


| tained in this bill? 


construct works of such a description as are con- | 
I appeal to every gentleman | 


upon this floor, who professes to adhere to any- 


thing like a constitutional and faithful construction 
_of the Constitution—I appeal to any man to say 


| whether there is in the whole range of constitu- | 


| for the construction of that work. 


| upon thepoint for which you propose to make your | 


| putation of being a national man. I 


| intend to cultivate that spirit which should char- | 
| acterize a national man. 
| is one who endeavors to keep the Government | 


'| within the powers which are conferred upon it by 
importance when such improvements should be || 


tional grants of power one single power to con- 
struct works of a local kind for the benefit of par- 
ticular places ? 


interest you may construct it and you may im- 
prove it. 
ticular works come under this head, which author- 


It is utterly impossible to improve them | 
all, and what right has Government to select arbi- | 
| trarily one to the exclusion of others? 
principle is to govern the action of the Govern- | 
| ment? 


|| the source of all the power which the Government | 


I admit that wherever a work 1s | 
essential for the protection of any great national | 
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I will not stop to inquire into what par- | 


ize a national expenditure for their erection or im- | 


. ' ban 3 | 
provement; but I will say, that unless it isa work | 


for the protection of the navy or of some public 


merce of the country, that work cannot be erected. 


‘There is no power within the Constitution which | 
| will authorize it. 
. “ | 

a large commerce, that any improvement upon this 


It is said that if any port enjoys 


port isa national work, and, therefore, within the 
power of the Government to make appropriations 
But you must 
first show that a large commerce has concentrated 


appropriations, before 1 can admit the argument 
to be a just and pertinent one. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not shrink from the im- 
am a na- 
tional man, and | intend to livea national man. I 


But, sir, a national man 


the Constitution. As long as you poise it upon 


| that basis, it will exist, and exist in all its glory; 


but when you undertake to transcend those pow- 
ers, you weaken it. Itis for this reason that I 


am opposed to making the required (ae meee 


for the items contained in this bill, for I beheve 


| they are not national in their character, but rather 


| forma amendment. 


local and sectional. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, offered a pro 








I should (he said) be exceed- | 
ingly glad to give any vote that would be gratify- | 
| ing to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. | 


Howe,] who has offered the original amendment. 


I offer this amendment to the amendment for the | 
purpose of opposing the whole system of offering | 
amendments to the bill as it has come to us from | 
Unless the friends of this measure | 
| will unite in opposition to all amendments and 

cease to offer them themselves, they may as well | 


the committee. 


ive up all hope of passing the bill this session. 


f all these amendments are saddled upon the bill, 
| it can never become the law of the land. 


that this bill shall — even with all its sins and 
all its defects; and | hope, therefore, most sincerely 


and anxiously, that those who are the friends of | 


the measure will at once cease to offeramendments, 
and oppose all amendments that may be offered. 
For myself, if 1 vote for any amendment, it must 
be in exceedingly rare cases. ‘Those who are con- 
tending for this measure, are chiefly western men. 
It is true, that this doctrine is a Whig doctrine, and 
has been generally opposed by the Democratic par- 
ty; but it has been one of the greatest thorns in the 
side of the Democratic party, particularly through- 


out the great valley of the Mississippi, that they | 


have refused to make appropriations for these pur- 
poses. Whenever anything is wanted on the 
Atlantic coast, we can get millions expended, but 
when it comes to something for the benefit of our 


own people, and not to be divided with foreigners, 


not a cent is to be had. 
Now, I ask the friends of this measure, whether 
they be Whigs or Democrats, to let the bill be 


ne as itis. But if they are against it secretly, 
e 


right to construct Works of improvement. Tam |) 


t them come up and vote in amendments. A 
great many amendments have been shown to me 
in private, which | think are just and proper, and 
which I should be glad to go for, but in view of 
what I conceive will be the consequence of adopt- 


I desire | 
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ing any amendments to the bill, I cannot do it, and 
[ say again that I hope the friends of the bill wij 
pass it without amendments. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY said: I am opposed to the 
amendment to the amendment, which has just beer 
presented, and I am equally opposed to the amend. 
ment itself; and in relation to the former I wish to 
say a few words. My associates on this side of 
the House have been charged with a factious sy 
port of this bill. It has been defined as one of jie 
measures of the Whig party, and that that par 
have been in favor of internal improvements ly 
the Federal Government. 

Iam myself prepared to vote for this bill, aJ- 
though there is not any provision in it for an ap. 
propriation for any ee within three 
hundred miles of me. should vote for it even if 
the appropriations for the Mississippi river were 
stricken out; I would vote for it even if half the 
appropriations were stricken out of it that are now 
contemplated. Even if the appropriations for im- 
provements on the northern lakes were cut out, | 
wouid vote for the bill. And I would simply say, 
that my reasons for so doing are these, and for me 
they are ample and sufficient reasons: I think that 


ne 
i 


|| the bill contemplates the accomplishment of a good 
property, or looking directly to the actual com- | 


object, and I would prefer to do a little good, rather 
than do none at all. If gentlemen consider and 
wish that Government should make appropria- 


| tions for every object that appears to be desirable, 


that appears national in its character, they must 
reflect that so large an amount of appropriations 
would bear too heavily on the Treasury of the 
Government. I-appeal to those gentlemen who 
desire to have appropriations made for local objects 
that may perhaps be very meritorious, that because 
those objects are not included, it is no argument or 
sound reason why they should vote against the 
whole bill. There is the Wabash river, with a 
valley as rich as the valley of the Nile—a valley 
that pours more products into the markets of the 
North, and into the markets of the South, than 
any other country of the same extent anywhere, 
and for this there is no appropriation proposed in 
the bill. I proposed an appropriation for it, but 
the committee decided against me; but because 
that is rejected, believing, as I do, that the bill pro- 
poses to effect some good, I shall vote for it, if we 
cannot get a better and more comprehensive one. 

I therefore appeal to those who profess to be 
the friends of this measure, that they abstain from 
offering amendments themselves, and that they vote 
down all that are proposed, in order that we may 
sooner arrive at a vote upon the bilf itself. The 
committee that have reported this bill tothe House, 
are very anxious to get rid of it as soon as is 
practicable. Why do we refer these bills to com- 
mittees? It is that the committees may investigate 
every item of appropriation asked for; and thisis 
done; as it is reasonably supposed that a committee 
is more competent to do so than this body. We 
therefore expect that the bills that are thus referred 
shall come from their hands in a more perfect con- 
dition than that in which they could be put in this 
House unaided. I therefore ask that the committee 
will use its influence to come to a vote on the bill, 
and that gentlemen will abstain from retarding its 
progress by the proposal of amendments. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has now be- 
come so patriotic, that he must have everything 
he thinks needful in the bill, or he will have no bill 
atall. I hope—— 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jounson’s 
(of Arkansas) amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said: Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out $20,000 and insert 
$10,000 for a survey of the Alleghany. I do this 
for the purpose of saying a word not only in re- 
gard to the amendment, but in relation to the bil! 
itself. The Alleghany river is the most important 
tributary of the Ohio, and the latter the most im- 

ortant commercial tributary of the Mississipp!. 

o improve this river is to extend the navigation 
of the Ohio. But I will not enlarge as to its mer- 
its after what my colleague (Mr. Howe] has so 
well said. I in the main with the views of 
the honorable gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. 
Jounson,] and the honorable member from In- 
diana, [Mr. MecGaveuner,] that if the bill is to 
pass at all, it must be kept intact, as increasing the 
amount of the appropriations. So strong, how- 
ever, is my conviction of the importance of the 
improvement proposed by my cSlleague that | 
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shall make it an exception to this rule and vote } 
for it. : i 

But, sir, I intend to say a word or two on the 
ceneral policy of the bill. We were favored this 
morning by the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
Morse} with some new light in regard to the 
character of General Jackson. I understood him 
to say that he signed appropriation bills under the | 
pressure of existing circumstances. Sir, this is 
new. I -had thought if any one thing more dis- 
tinguished that great man than anything else, it 
was resistance to pressure. Pressure was ever 
met by increased resistance on his part. Sir, 
no pressure could induce him to do what in all 
things he did not approve of. Now, sir, | would 
not refer to this matter but for the fact, that gen- 
tlemen opposed to rivers and harbors claim that 
they are exclusively Democratic. In 1832, Gen- 
eral Jackson signed and ‘* approved’’ an appro- 
priation bill more extravagant in the system it | 
projected, vastly more 80, than the present. lt 
contained fifty-six specific appropriations, and 
commenced all the works on Lake Erie to which 
appropriations are now proposed to be made. But 
after this great number of specific appropriations, 
that bill contained an authority to the President 
to cause improvements and expenditure of money 
on the Ohio, the Mississippi river above New | 
Orleans, the Missouri up to the Kansas, the Mis- || 
sissippi below New Silene and the Mononga- || 
hela from Pittsburg to Brownsville. 


1851. 





These were | 
general objects without specific appropriations. 
In 1833, a bill somewhat similar passed. 

Mr. EWING raised a point ef order, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania could not remark 
generally, but must be confined to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. THOMPSON resumed and said: Mr. Van 
juren signed and ‘* approved”’ of several harbor 
and river appropriation bills to continue generally 
the work began before his Administration came 
into power. In short, ineluding Mr. Madison, 
who was of opinion that improvements of harbors 
and rivers were constitutional, Mr. Monroe, Mr. 
Adams, General Jackson, Mr. Van Buren, John 
Tyler, General Taylor, and Mr. Fillmore, have 
all believed the matter to be constitutional, and 
recommended or approved of it; while the only 
one on the other side who believed and acted on 
the contrary principle was Mr. Polk. Men of 
both parties supported these objects as local re 
quirements, and under the necessity to provide 
for the safety of our commerce, and sustained it. 
It was and is exclusively a local question. Good 
Democrats have been found supporters of such 
improvements. Whigs have also supported, and 
sometimes in sections have opposed it; so it has 

been with both parties. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] | 

Mr. DUER. I amopposed to the amendment | 
to the amendment, an | am opposed also to the | 
amendment. It is obvious that the opponents of }| 
this bill are seeking to defeat it by overloading it |) 
with amendments. I do not complain of this; it | 
is a parliamentary mode of defeating a bill. It is | 
true that it is often a dangerous mode of opposi- 
tion, as they may often get a worse bill than the | 
one they are opposing. That, however, is a 
ane for the gentlemen themselves to consider. 
dut I desire to call the attention of the friends of 
the bill to that fact, and I desire also to vindicate || 
the good sense of the, principle, that it is well for 
this committee, in questions embracing details, to 
take the advice given to them by committees 
which are constituted forthat purpose. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Casgy,] who 
addressed the committee a short time ago, seemed 
to think that there was something very tyrannical | 
in the doctrine that we should take the advice of 
committees. If we were asked to follow their || 
commands, I admit that there would be justice in || 
what he says; but I do not understand any com- | 
mittee here to have contended for the doctrine | 
that we are to follow their orders. But we avpoint | 
committees for the very purpose of doing that | 
which they can do better"than we can » I | 
think, therefore, that we should do well, unless in | 
Very strong cases, to follow the advice of the 
committee. I cannot conceive of anything more 
fatal toa system of improvements of rivers and || 
harbors, than to attempt to make a bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole of two hundred and thirty- || 


| wisely and discreetly. There is a very inadequate 


which any member who shall first obtain the floor shall be 


| men that had preceded him. 


| harbor improvements. 
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two gentlemen. I have no doubt of the power to Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 


improve rivers and harbors. 
expediency of exercising that power within cer- | 


| tain limits; but I see as well as other gentlemen | 
| see, that it is a dangerous power, which ought to 


be exercised with the greatest discretion. I see | 
that unless you limit your expenditures to great 

national objects, you will break the system down. | 
I know not which is the most dangerous of the | 
two opposite doctrines—that which denies all 

power to this Government to do anything for the | 
improvement of our great rivers and harbors, or | 


| that other dangerous policy of carrying on a vast 
| on a ¢ = 

/ and extensive system of internal improvements. 
| And I am sure that the party which in its policy 


adopts either one of these doctrines, is sure to | 
break down. 


Let us, then, if we wish to pass this bill, act 


appropriation for a harbor at the place where I 
reside, (Oswego,) but I will not, for that reason, 
seek to increase the appropriation. 1 shall feel 
compelled, therefore, to vote against all amend- | 


| ments, seeing that the result of the adoption of | 
| amendments must be the entire defeat of this bill, 


and of this system; for I tell you, that tipon the | 
action of this Congress probably depends the exis- 
tence of this system. La us, then, vote down all 
amendments, abstain from speeches, and pass the 
bill to-day, and as speedily as possible. 

The question was taken on Mr. Tuompson’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. CASEY offered a pro forma amendment to | 
increase the sum to $21,000, in order to reply to 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. MceGaveuey,] 
and to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Duer.] 

Mr. ROOT rose to a question of order. He | 
wished the rule providing for five minutes speeches | 
to be read, [Rule 34.] 

The Crerx then read the thirty-fourth rule, 
as follows: 


“ Provided, That when debate is closed by order of the | 
House, any member shall be allowed, in committee, five 
minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after 


allowed to speak five minutes in Opposition to it, and there 
shall be no further debate on the amendment; but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of, and 
against any amendment that may be offered to the amend 
ment.”’ 

Mr. ROOT said that his question of order was, | 
that in speaking under this rule, members were 
required to address themselves pertinently to the 
amendment pending. The gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania had announced that it was his intention | 
to address the committee, not in relation to the 
amendment he offered, but in reply to the gentle- | 

He (Mr. R.) held | 
that he was out of order in so doing. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Casey] had not pro- 
ceeded so far as to enable the Chair to decide 
whether the gentleman was, or would be out of 
order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania could | 
proceed in order with his remarks. 

Mr. CASEY said: I have been, and am in favor 
of an appropriation for a survey, as proposed to 
be made on the Alleghany river, inasmuch asl | 


|| believe that it would very greatly facilitate com- 


merce in that region of country. I am in favor of 
the original amendment, and yet the gentleman | 
from Indiana sets me down as opposed to river and 


such thing. 

Mr. ROOT called the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to order. The gentleman had proposed to 
strike out $20,000, and insert $21,000, and under 


the rule was required to explain his reasons for | 


proposing the latter sum. 


When | was up I said no 


he CHAIRMAN decided that the gentleman’s | 


remarks were in order. 

Mr. CASEY. 
had listened to my remarks, he would have found 
that I was in favor of improvements of this kind. 


the Chair ruled the remarks of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to be in order? 
The CHAIRMAN stated that it had so ruled. 
Mr. ROOT appealed from the decision of the 


If the gentleman from Indiana | 


Chair, and demanded tellers on the question of the | 


appeal 
Tellers were ordered, (Messrs. Levin and 
Seppon acting,) and the question being taken, 





I do not doubt the || ment of the committee? was decided in the nega- 


tive—ayes 60, noes 67. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired whether there was 
any amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN stated thatan amendment to 
the amendment was pending. 

Mr. BAYLY said: I am opposed to this appro- 
priation for the Alleghany river. The course of 
argument pursued by the gentleman from Georgia 
was new to me, inasmuch as it is the Whig party 
that have always been the party to run the Gov- 
ernment in debt. The gentleman from Maryland, 
knowing that to carry out the work proposed in 
this bill money must be had, has undertaken to 
show that the receipts in the Treasury for the en- 
suing year will be so much larger, that there will 
be a large surplus income, and he comes at this 
conclusion in this way: He says that the en- 
tire receipts for the past six months have been 
$23,125,600 86, and he supposes that the ext six 
months will yield lagger receipts. Supposing that 
the next six months should be as large in the ag- 
gregate, that would give a monthly average of re 
ceipts of $3,854,267. But the gentleman from 
Maryland arbitrarily estimates that the average 
will be $4,200,000. Now, upon what principle, 
when the first six months have only vielded 
$23,000,000, does he estimate that the receipts for 
the next six months will be augmented? So far 
from coming to any such conclusion, the history 
of our finances shows that very large receipts on 
importations during one part of the year should 
not lead to our expectation that that amount will 
continue during the remainder of the year. They 
are almost certain to decrease. The gentleman 
predicates from very large receipts for the first six 
months, that we shall have increased receipts du- 
ring the rest of the year. 

Again: he has referred to the public lands, and 
although for the year 1850 the receipts from this 
source have been only $1,859,000, yet he estimates 
that those receipts will be for the current year at 
least $2,000,000. What is it that will tend to pre- 


| duce this increase in our receipts for the, public 


lands? Is it because we have voted nearly all of 
themaway? Unless from this fact, he comes to we 
conclusion that our receipts from the public lands 
will be greater for the current year, | know not 
what else it is. , 

Again: he goes upon the supposition that the 
appropriations that will be meds bg Congress will 
be ao iver than the estimates. At the sametime 
we all know that not a year has past that has not 
had its appropriations exceed the estimates con- 
siderably. 

Mr. STRONG. 
a question. 

Mr. BAYLY. I do not wish to be interrupted, 
as my time is very short. I hope interruptions 
will not come out of my time. - 

Mr. STRONG. I desire to know whether, by 
a recent decision of the Supreme Court, there will 
not belarge sums of excess of duties to be refunded ? 

Mr. BAYLY. Yes; unquestionably such wil! 
be the case, and they will have to be repaid out of 
the estimates. 

I was saying, when interrupted, that the gentle- 
man from Maryland goes’on the assumption that 
the appropriations will be no larger than the esti 
mates, when we all know that they are constantly 
larger. [Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUSTON wished to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that there was already 
an amendment to the amendment pending. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Casty’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was lost. 

Mr. GORMAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding, **for the improvement Of the 
Wabash river, $50,000.’’ He said that the prop- 
osition of his colleague, which had heen rejected, 
was for an appropriation for the Wabash river 
above the rapids; this was for the Wabash above 


I desire to ask the gentleman 


ps well as below the rapids. 
Mr. ROOT inquired if he was to understand that | 


Mr. CARTTER raised the point of order, that 
the committee had just acted on the same amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman from 
Indiana stated that his embraced the whole Wa- 
bash; the other amendment, to which the gentle- 
man from Ohio referred, only included a section 
of that river. 


Mr McLANE asked what had become of the 
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a i d a A 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? | 


{ Mr. Howe. } 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was now be- 
fore the committee, and that the amendment of the 
gentieman trom Indiana was an amendment to that 
a nendme it. 

Mr. McLANE raised a question of order on the 
amendment. He held that it was out of order to 
move as an amendment to one paragraph a dis- 
tinct appropriation for a different object. 


i 
] 


Mr. PARKER said that it could not be too 
late to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that it was toolate. 

Mr. MASON wished to amend the bill by 
striking out the twenty-first and twenty-second 


'| lines, appropriating $10,000 for the improvement 


of the harbor at the mouth of Little Sodus Bay, on 


| Lake Ontario, and inserting what he would send 


The || 


| was out of order, as the committee had not yet 


ruling of the Chair, which deprived the committce | 
of an opportunity of going back to a paragraph | 


which had been passed, necessarily required that 
the rule should be adhered to in all cases. 


The CHAIRMAN had ruled the amendment of 


to the Chair in lieu thereof. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled that the amendment 


reached that paragraph in the bill. It would be 
in order, unless an amendment were moved to a 
previous paragraph. 

Mr. McLANE inquired what had become of 


| Mr. Howe’s amendment? 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Howe} to | 


be in oyder; and if that was in order, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gor- 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the Chair had 


| ruled it out of order. 


MAN] to that amendment was certainly in order. || 


The Chair therefore overruled the point of order of 
the genfeman from Maryland. 

Mr. McLANE appealed ftom the decision of 
the Chair; and before making the appeal, he 
wished to ask whether he understood the Chair to 
rule that these paragraphs of the bill were sections, 
and that it was not in order to go back to a para- 
graph which had been passed? He made the ap- 
peal upon that statement of the Chair—a statement, 


Mr. HALL appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mis- 


souri appeals from the decision of the Chair. The 


| Chair had ruled that the amendment of the gen- 
| teman from Pennsylvania [Mr. lowe] was out 


| am 
of order, 


Upon the ground that no appeal had 


| been taken at the time, and the committee had ac- 

_quiesced in the decision of the Chair, the Chair 

| overruled the point of order. || 
Mr. HALL said that the Chair entirely mis- 


in his opinion, altogether inconsistent with the | 


Eemenner7 law. But if the Chair adhered to 


strictly to it. 


by paragraphs, and that when one paragraph was 
passed or acted on, no amendment to that para- 
graph would be in order. ‘To the paragraph now 
under consideration the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


understood the nature of his appeal. He had un- 


| derstood the Chair to rule the amendment offered 
iis ruling, the friends of the bill must hold him || 


by the gentleman from Kentucky to be out of order; 


|| and it was from that decision that he appealed. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair stated, when 


this bill was taken up, that it must be considered || 


The CHAIRMAN stated that he had ruled it 


out of order, unless an amendment were proposed 


| to a previous paragraph of the bill. 


Mr. ANDERSON inquired what was the pend- 


| ing question? 


vania {Mr. Howe] had moved an amendment, | 


and to that amendment the gentleman from Indi- 


ana |Mr,. Gorman] had moved,as an amendment, 


an additional appropriation. 

Mr. STRONG inquired if the Chair ruled that 
an amendment proposing to appropriate a sum of 
money for the improvement of the Wabash was 


germane to an amendment proposing to appropri- | 


até a certain sum to the Alleghany ? 


The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman from | 


Pennsvivania would observe that the amendment 
appropriating a sum for the Alleghany was an 
amendment to the original paragraph, and if it 
was in order, the amendment to the amemlment 
must be tn order likewise. 

The question was then taken on Mr. McLane’s 


appeal, and being put, ** Shall the decision of the | 


Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 


it was decided in the negative, on adivision—ayes 
51, noes 60. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed, and 
Mr. Gorman’s amendment was ruled out of or- 
der. > 
Mr. CARTTER moved to limit the appropria- 
tion to $1,000, and was proceeding to address the 
committee, when 

Mr. GORMAN rose toa point of order. The 
rentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Howe] had 
moved as an amendment to one of the paragraphs 





| amendment took 


| of the gentleman from Tennessee did not refer to | 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, unless an amend- 
ment were proposed to a previous paragraph. 

Mr. ANDERSON offered an amendment. 

Mr. McLANE asked whether a vote had been 


taken upon the amendment of the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that that amendment 
had been ruled out of order, and the pending ques- 
tion was on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. McLANE understood the gentleman from 
Kentucky to have offered an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that Mr. Mason’s 


amendment had reference to a subsequent para- 


| . . 
| graph in the bill to that proposed to be amended 
| by the gentleman from Tennessee. 


The CHAIRMAN said that Mr. Anpnerson’s 


precedence of it, 
Mr. HOUSTON believed that the amendment 


| a previous err 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the améndmgnt | 


had not been read. 


of this bill, an appropriation for an entirely differ- | 


ent work. The committee had ruled his (Mr. 
G.’s) amendment to that amendment out of order 
on the ground that it was for a different work, and 
he now made the point of order that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was out 
of order for the same reason. 

Mr. CARTTER thought that the time had 
passed by at which the objection could be raised 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, 


the decision of the committee on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana, the Chair was 
bound to rule the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania also out of order. 

Mr. PARKER rose toa point of order. hié@ 
had understood the Chair to announce the division 
on the appeal of the gentleman from Maryland, 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the committee 
rise. 


The question being taken, the committee refused || 


to rise, 


| Mr. ANDERSON moved to amend the bill by 
| adding, as an additional paragraph, an appropri 
tion of $100,000 for the improvement of the 


en- 
nessee river. 
Mr. McLANE rose toa question.of order. His 


| point of order was, that no amendment was in 


order, except an amendment to perfect one of the || 
As this amendment was | 


paragraphs in the bill. 
proposed as an additional paragraph, he held it 
could not be entertained until the bill shall have 


| been gone through with. 
“The CHAIRMAN said that, in pursuance of | 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the Chair was 
of opinion that the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Maryland was well made, But 
an appeal had been taken from the decision of the 


| Chair in a similar case, and the coramittee had re- 


| fused to sustain the decision of the Chair. 


The 


| Chair must therefore overrule the _ of crder 


| raised by the gentleman from Mary 


[Mr. MeLawne,] ayes 51, noes 60, which was not || 


a quorum. Now, he wanted to know what was 
the decision of the committee on the appeal ? 

Mr. CARTTER called the gentleman to order, 
It was too late to raise the question now. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Parker] was not in order. 


iB 


and, 

Mr. HALL appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr.GORMAN demanded tellers, and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, inquired 


whether the committee had decided that an amend- | 
ment would be in order before the bill was per- | 
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fected, that was not pertinent to some paragraph 


|in the bill? 


The CHAIRMAN stated that such was the 
Mr. STEVENS. That is sucha manifest ah. 
surdity, that | hope the committee will reverse 
i [Confusion. } 
The CHAIRMAN stated that an amendmen: 
had been offered by the gentleman from Tey. 
nessee, containing an appropriation for an Object 


ils 


not contained in any parsgraph of the bill. The 


| Chair, pursuing the 


ecision of the House, had 
ruled the amendment out of order, and from that 


‘decision the gentleman from Missouri had ap- 
| pealed. 


| in order I will withdraw it. 


Mr. ANDERSON. If my amendment is poy 
(Cries of It is In 
order !”’ 

Mr. STRONG desired to ask whether this was 
an amendment to the bill, or an amendment to ay 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it was an amend- 


ment to the bill. 
The question on the appeal was then taken by 


| tellers, (Messrs. Corwin and Harris acting,) and 
| decided in the affirmative—ayes 72, noes 57. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. INGE said that as there was no_ prospect 
that the bill could be disposed of to-day, he would 


| move that the committee rise. 


Mr. HALL demanded tellers on the question of 


‘rising, and they were ordered. 


The question on rising was then taken by tellers, 
(Messrs. 'THurman, and Carpwent of Kentucky, 
acting,) and decided in the negative—ayes 49, 


| noes 87. 


So the committee refused to rise. 

The Crerx then proceeded to read the bill by 
paragraphs. ; 

Mr. MASON moved to strike out the appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the harbor at the 
mouth of Little Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, and 


| to insert an appropriation for the improvement of 
| Big Sandy river, in Kentucky. 


Mr. CONGER submitted that the amendment 


| of the gentleman from Kentucky was not in order, 


as it had been already decided by the committee 
that it was not in order to move to amend an ap- 
propriation for a specific work, by inserting an 


| appropriation for an entirely different work. 


The CHAIRMAN said that he understood that 


| the harbor proposed to be improved by this ap- 


propriation was at the mouth of the river to which 


| the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
‘Mr. McLANE desired that Mr. Mason’s amend- || 


| ment might be read. 


related. The gentleman from Kentucky only pro- 
posed, therefore, to strike out the phraseology of 
the bill and insert a different phraseology, but 


| having the same object. 





| thing different, was not in order. 


[Loud cries of **Oh, no!”’} 


Mr. SACKETT. The Chair is mistaken. The 
one is on Lake Ontario, th@ other in Kentucky. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then the amendment of 


| the gentleman from Kentucky is out of order. 


Mr. MASON asked if it was then in order to 
move to strike out the appropriation for Little 
Sodus Bay? . 

The CHAIRMAN said that it was. 

Mr. MASON submitted that motion. 

Mr. GORMAN raised the point of order, that if 
it was in order to strike out, it was in order to in- 


|| sert anything that was germane to the subject- 


matter proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN decided according to the de- 
cision of the committee, that to propose to strike 
out and insert something relevant to the paragraph 
.was in order, but that to strike out and insert some- 
He therefore 
overruled the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman.] 

Mr. MASON said, I do not exactly understand 
the distinction made by gentlemen in relation to this 


| bill, as regards the policy of the Whig party, nor 


yet in relation to striking out and inserting. If I 
understand the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 


1] McLanr,] itis perfectly competent and perfectly 


Democratic for this Government to appropriate 
sums for large national objects, such as Big Sodus 
Bay 

Mr. CONGER (interposing) raised the point of 
order, that the gentleman from Kentucky must con- 


‘fine himself to showing why this appropriation 


should be stricken out. 
Several Mempers. So he is. 





to 
ttle 


at if 
in- 


ect- 


de- 
rike 
aph 
me- 
fore 
man 


tand 
this 
nor 
If I 
Mr. 
ectly 
riate 
odus 


nt of 
con- 
tion 








1851. sessile 


The CH AIRM AN decided that the geatlouing 
from Kentue ky was in order. 

Mr. MASON. I understand that the principle 
of the — of this bill is, that large national ob- 

is, big matters, can be properly appropriated to 

yy this te »vernment, but that it is net within the 
scope of the powers of this Government to make 
appro} yriations for small matters. Well, here is 
a ize appropr iation for Big Sodus Bay; that [ pre- 
eume eoane s within the scope of the power of the 
Government, and I do not propose to strike it out. 
irisa big ms utter—Big Sodus Bay—and, of course, 
a national matter. (Laughter.) The next pro- 
vision in the bill is for an appropriation to Little 
Sodus Bay. (Laughter.) I do not think that that 
propriation comes within the scope of even the 
Waig principle. The gentleman from Indiana 
9 {ys that the improvement of rivers and harbors 
is a Whig principle, but I do not think that the 
Whig principle ever included little bays and rivers, 
‘auchter:) I am therefore opposed to the appro- 
vriation for Little Sodus Bay, and I had de sired to 
move to insert in lieu of it an appropriation for 
Big Sandy river in my own State. (Great laugh- 
ter.) In my district there is a Little Sandy river 
to that I would not propose any appropriation. 
(Renewed laughter.) It is a small river, navi- 
gated by flat boats. But Big Sandy river certainly 
comes Within the scope of the principle of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. 
MeLave] on this subject, and I do not know but 
what it comes within the prine iple of Jefferson and 
Madison, which he was so specific in explaining 
the other day. (A laugh.) But certainly this 
Little Sedus Bay is outside of the principle of 
Whigs, Democrats and all, and I hope, therefore, 
that it will be stricken out, and some time, if it 
ever gets to be in order, I shall move to insert an 
appropriation in the bill for Big Sandy river. 
Laughter. ) 

Mr. CONGER said: I will not oce upy much of 
the time of the committee in opposing the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky. This 
harbor may not be a fortunate one in the name of 
the place where it is located, but itappeared that in 
other respects the gentleman from Kentucky knew 
very little about this harbor or the bay on which 
itwas situated. The gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken in supposing that Little Sodus Bay isa small 

y: for in point of size there is little distinction 
between Little Sodus Bay and Big Sodus Bay. 
They are both located on the same lake. I will 
send to the Clerk’s table a report, made by Colonel 
Abe rt, in relation.to this proposed work. Itisa 

work that has been surveyed by order of Govern- 


ment; and the harbor there as recommended by 
Government. 





The Cierk then read an extract from Colonel 
Abert’s report, speaking of the high importance 
of this harbor on the lakes. 

Mr. C. said: I only desire to say in addition, 
that this harbor is of so much importance that a 
collector of customs is stationed there. 

Mr. MASON inquired whether the collector 
did not live at Oswego, about two miles off? 

Mr. CONGER said that there was a collector 
at both plac es. 

Mr. Me DONALD. I desire to amend the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky, by changing 
the name of this bay from Little Sodus to Big 
Sodus, so as to make it constitutional. (Laughter 
and cries of ** Order !’?] 

The CHAIRMAN 
would be out of order. 

Mr. GORMAN wished to amend the paragraph 
before it was stricken out. He believed that it 
was in order. 


a dollars, ”” also $50,000 to improve the Wabash 
river,’ | 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out 
of order. 


Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, inquired what was the 
opinien of the C hair? 
The CHAIRMAN stated that the Chair had 


two or three times ruled the amendment, or simi- 
lar amendments, out of order. 


Mr. GORMAN. Is it in order to appeal ? 
The CH AIRMAN. Yes, it is. 
Mr.GORMAN. Then, in the name of all 
that is sacred, if the rules are to be so administered, 
I shall appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
he question was then taken on the appeal, | 


decided such a motion 


He moved to add after the word & 





judgment of the committee? and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. McDONALD moved that the committee 
take a recess till seven o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN said the motion could only 
be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUER objec ted. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Harris's 
motion; and the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurred on Mr. Mason’s amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to strike out the -words 
*€ $10,000” from the eee ition for Little So- 
dus harbor. He said: t desire to say, the ut I make 
this motion in consequence of the intormation—— 

Mr. HOUSTON raised the question of orde 
that this was in point of fact the same ament ‘nad ut 
as the one just disposed of. 

Mr. BAYLY. ‘To save time in settling the 
point of order, | modify my amendment, and 
move to reduce the appropriation to one dollar. 
I make the motion in root faith, and not merely 
for the purpose of hanging a Speech upon it. The 
committee has decided ‘that this is a general 
appropriation bill. ‘Ihe rules require that noth- 
mg shall be put in a general ap propriation bill 
whic li is not for the coutinuation of work already 
provided for by law. Now, the report of the 
engineer which was read at the table, shows that 
this is an entirely new work, and the Committee 
on Commerce, if this is an appropriation bill, had 
no right therefore to put this item in the bill, and 
I call upon the committee to strike it out. 

Mr. WENTWORTH said that it was not a 
new work, for it had been appropriated for, to 
his knowledge, some three or four times. 

Mr. McLANE ealled the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayty.] 

Mr. BAYLY (interposing) said that he did 
not choose to be put in a wrong attitude. He 
had raised no point of order. He had moved to 
cut out this appropriati fh because he believed 
that it had been im proper! ly put in the bill. 
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Mr. HOUSTON obtained the floor, and said: I | 


understand the motion made by the gentleman 
from Virginia to be a motion to reduce the appro- 
priation to one dollar. He does not raise a ques- 
tion of order, but he expresses a hope that the 
committee will sustain him upon grounds which 
appertain exclusiv ely to the point of order, that 
this being a veneral appropriation bill, ttis not in 
order to insert in it appropriations for works not 
already authorized by we, al I wish to say, 
in answer to what has fallen from the honorable 


| rentlem: in, that gre inting this to be an appropria- 


tion bill, yet by the uniform ~ actice of the House 
from the earliest ume down to the present day, 


| we have always authorized works like this, in 
| bill#sim 


ur to this. 

M.. BAYLY. Butit has never been treated 
as a veneral eae bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir, it has usually been 
treated as a general appropriagion bill. it has 
come up among the appropriation bills, and it is 
nothing in fact but an appropriation bill. It pro- 
vides for nothing but appropriations for rivers and 


| harbors. I say, then, that the remarks of the hon- 


orable gentleman, even granung them to be well 
founded, have no weight, so far as this bill is con- 
cerned, as it has always been treated ag an excep- 
tion to the rule. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bayry’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of illinois, moved to strike out 
the forty- “second and forty- third lines, ** For the 


| improvement of a harbor on Cunningham’s bay, 


lake Erie, $10,000.”’ Ele said that he should not 
occupy his allotted five minutes, but he wished to 
say that on looking at the bill he found four dif- 
ferent appropriations for harbors, at points not 


| more than twenty-five and forty miles from it. 
/ Cunningham's harbor was a place he had not 


“Shall the decision of #he Chair wane as the 1 


heard of, as a place so useful for the ship ping on 
the lakes. He merely wished that the committee 
might exactly know what they were voting for. 
He believed that there was ni Shing said about it 
in the engineer’s report. He did not think that 
| the appropriation should be granted. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, that tor the informa- 


|| money at any aud every point. 


tion of the wealditiatin: he would state that the 
harbor was commenced about 1832. For years 
approprigtions had been voted for it, but that 
presuming that it was in a good condition, no 
further appropriations had been made for the past 
SIX or eight years, andin thelast recommendations 
of the Topographic “al Bureau, it was entirely, by 
some oversight, overlooked, Theeworks had now 
become so diplamdated, that upon inspection it 
was thought necessary to make an appropriation 
to preserve it from total dilapidation, 

This harbor was the first landing-place on the 
northwestern lake border—the first landing-place 
of the old Western Reserve. The first pioneers of 
the West had settled round there, and a large 
quantity of products—more cheese, and products 
of every description, were sent from that portion 
of the country than any other of the same popu- 
lation. 

As regards its situation, for the benefit of the 

iteman from Illinois, [Mr. Harris,] he would 
state, that although he could not say exactly 
whether it was on one or the other side of the line 
between the two counties, it is not forty rods dis- 
tant from either, or the southern shore of the lake. 

‘The question was then taken on the adoption of 
Mr. Harris’s amendment, and it was lost. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to strike out the item 
** for the improvement of the harbor at Ashtabula, 
$15,000.”’ 

Mr. B. 


purpose: 


said that he made the motion for the 
of asking the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce how it happened, if the statement 
of the gentleman from Ilnois [Mr. Harris] was 
correct, that this particular district had been so 
fortunate in getting appropriations when 
districts had got none at all? 

Mr. McLANE said that he was very happy to 
have an opportunity of informing the gentleman 
from Virginia, that all such sectional issues as 
were presented by him in his inquiry, found no 
place whatever in the consideration of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. That was the answer he 
had to give the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYLY said that he was quite sure of 
that, because the bill was sectional from beginning 
to end. 

Mr. McLANE wished to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, if he had made any estimate 
of this bill? and if he could inform the committee 
how much money it proposed to appropriate 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line, and how much 
south « t? 

Mr. AYLY said that he had, and that he 
would just say, in answer to the gentleman, that, 
whilst the bill appropriated three hundred and 
odd thousand dollars to New York, it only appro- 
priated twenty thousand to Virginia! 

The question was then taken on Mr. 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. McDONALD moved to strike out the fol- 
lowing: ** For the improvement of the harbor of 
Dubuque, on the river Mississipp), $20,000."’ 

Mr. McD. said: When some time since I offered 
an amendment for the improvement of the Wabash 
river, I held that it was in the power of this Gov- 
ernment to improve its rivers, harbors, and lakes, 
whilst I repudiated the doctrine that has been laid 
down as the basis of the Whig platform on this 
subject—that Congress has any power to enter 
into a general system of internal improvements. 
As I said before, I hold that the Federal Govern- 
ment has unquestional bly under its control the im- 
provement of its rivers and harbors. | move, 
then, in good faith, to strike out this appropria- 
tion for the construction of a harbor at Dubuque, 
on the Mississippi river. I am willing to take out 
the obstructions that exist in, the Mississippi; I 
am willing that those snags that have been the 
death of thousands of our citizens, sha!l be re- 
moved. But what will be the use of constructing 
harbors for boats to land? It is not a harbor that 
is to be constructed, but a wharf, and every town 
on the Mississipp! iss much entiiled to a wharf 
as the town of Dubuque, or the city of St. Louis, 

A harbor, ace ording to the definition of geogra- 
phers, is an inlet of the ocean, in which vessels 
ean ride in safety. What would be the use of a 
harbor on the rai aga > What can it be pro- 
posed for, but for the benefit of the small town of 
Dubuque? It is but a result of this Whig system 
of internal improvements by the General Govern- 
ment, of building up a system by appropriating 
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the Committee on Commerce has told us that all 
the items in the bill have undergone investigation. || 
And now you are called upon to vote down all 
amendments and everything that is in oPposition 
to this bill, But let me place the House in pos- 
session of some of the working of a committee 
room. They have placed in the bill sufficient ap- 
propriations for various objects to carry with it a 
certain and sufficient number of yotes;and they are 
now sure that this has been so well effected that 
they confidently call upon the Committee to carry 
through the bill without amendment or diminution. 
The bill is not framed according to the judgment 
of the country perhaps; yet the Committee on 
Commerce propose, and this body is expected to 
endorse all the appropriations contained in it. If | 
the friends of the bill fee] confident of its real mer- 
its-—if they think that each and all of the appro- 


| 








need not, therefore, obey the summons of his pi- 


| bill in all its details, and to move to strike out what 


| Commerce to say that he is opposed to any such | 





priations contained in it are sanctioned by the 
necessities and interests of the country—if they 
have no other motive than that ostensibly professed, 
ask why should all amendments be thus sum- 
marily dismissed? My worthy colleague has said 
that internal improvements by the General Gov- 
ernment was one part of the Whig creed; and that 
if one plank of the platform still remained, this 
was it. I hope it will long remain in the platform 
of his party. and when his system of squandering 
the public money on indiscriminate works of in- 
ternal improvement has reduced the Government 
to bankruptcy, the frown of an indignant, betray- 
ed, and oppressed people, will sink both platform 
and party tito merited oblivion, 

Mr. WENTWORTH spoke in opposition to 
the amendment. He said,1I think that this harbor 
at Dubuque does not belong to the Whig party. 
it will come under the Baltimore platform, and is, 
in every sense of the word, a Democratic harbor, 
although it is on the Mississippi river. I am free 
to confess, that the policy of the Democratic party 
has not always been consistent in relation to this 
question, and therefore I will say nothing on the 
subject. I think that there areas good Democrats 
opposed to the improvement of harbors by the 
General Government as there are for it, and vice 
versa. The estimate for this work was furnished 
to the Committee on Commerce by the Départ- 
ment. The harbor at Dubuque began with Mr. 


| place within the limits of the United States. Those 


| tional objects by the Government, how they can 


} Struct any other kind of improvement, of any kind 


| this bill in a shape in which I can support it, 





Polk, at a time that lowa wasa Territory; and the 
only question now is, shall the work already be- 
gun be completed ? 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, if he thinks that the Federal 
Government has the same power to tak®tare of 
harbors in the States as in its Territories? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. [ am not talking about 
the power of Government over harbors. A great 
deal is said about the powers of this Government, 
but I find that when a man wants a thing under 
this Government, he finds a power to do it. The 
harbor at Dubuque was commenced when lowa 

‘was a Territory, and is now nearly completed. The 
only question is, shall the work already done be 
wasted and go for nothing, or shall we appropri- 
ate $25,000 for its completion? I am in favor of 
keeping in the appropriation for its completion, 

Mr. ORR moved fst the committee rise. 

Mr. THOMAS ealled for tellers, which were 
ordered, and Messrs. McWipuie and Casey ap- 
pointed, 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 34, noes 87. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question was then taken on Mr. McDon- 
ALD’s amendinent, and it was rejected—ayes 30, 
noes 81. 

Mr. McDONALD said: As I desire to put this 
bill in a shape in whichI can give it my support | 
when it comes into*the House, I move to strike out | 
the following item: ‘* For the improvement of the 
harbor at St. Louis, on the Mississippi river, 
$50,000.” 

Loud eries of ‘* Question 
suppose the question wgl not be taken till my 
five minutes are through. [‘* Question!”’ * ques- | 
tion!’’] Iam, as I said before, favorable to the | 
principles contained in this bill to some extent. | 
ut T am not one of the initiated. I had not had 
an opportunity of being behind the curtain and 


oer reneeneenennocenennaenonenn teen ae Dien 


oe 


engaged in tinkering up a bill for the purpose of | 
being presente? to the House for its indorsement. | 


I am, therefore, under yo obligation to follow | 
the lead of the chairman of the Committee on | 
Commerce. Iam not one of his clansmen, and I | 
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broch. I have a perfect liberty to examine this 


I deem objectionable; and if, when this bill comes 
before the House, it is not of such a character as 


| that I can give it my support, | shall feel per- 


fectly at liberty to vote against it. I should like to 
know how any Democrat who has denounced the 
idea of a system of internal improvements—and | | 
understand the chairman of the Committee on 


system—can vote for the bill? The bill contains a 


| proposition for the construction of a wharf at the | 
| city of St. Louis. 
| the Whig party that it is within the purview of | 


It is one of the principles of | 


| the power of this Government to enter into a sys- | 
| tem of internal improvements, and to expend | 


money for the local advantage of any particular 


men who entertain that doctrine can consistently | 
vote for such a bill as this. Those men who |! 
entertain that doctrine of course have no difficulty || 
in supporting this clause of the bill. But I ask 
those who still call themselves Democrats, and 


| draw a distinction between a general system of in- 


ternal improvements and the improvement of na- 


reconcile it to themselves to vote for an appropria- 
tion to construct a wharf for the city of St. Louis, 
under the pretence of improving the harbor? That 
certainly is not the doctrine which has been laid | 
down by the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, |Mr. McLane.] However much he may 
be disposed to extend the Democratic construction 
of the Constitution, he has not attempted to give | 
it any such construction as would embrace such 
such improvements as this. 

If, sir, it is in the power of Congress to construct | 
this kind of public improvement for the benefit of 
St. Louis, it is in the power of Congress to con- 


or description. It may make roads and canals for 
the loca] benefit of the particular places where they | 
are created; and, in short, there is no expenditure 
of the public money which it is not within the 
power of this Congress to make, if it can do this. 

I have, therefore, with an earnest desire to put 


moved in good faith to strike out fhis item. 1 
might complain, perhaps, that justice has not been || 
done to the section of the Union that! in part rep- | 
resent here, in leaving out of this bill a river five 
hundred miles in extent, that passes between two || 
of the sovereign States of the Union. I cannot 
say, with my colleague, [Mr. MceGaveuery,] that 
I am glad the committee have voted down the prop- 
osition for the improvement of that stream. He 
says that he felt forced to vote for it. Sir, that is 
not the course [ pursue. When I oppose a thing 
I oppose it openly. I cannot be ‘‘ forced ’’ to vote | 
for what I do not approve of, nor will I rejoice | 
when my vote is overridden by a majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. BOWLIN said: I shall not occupy myefive | 
minutes. The gentleman who has just addressed 
the committee, it seems to me, knows no more of 
constitutional principles than he does of the differ- 
ence between a wharf anda harbor. I wish to 
correct him in all kindness, and to inform him that 
whilst he has been talking about harbors and 
wharves, he should have remembered that they are 
two very separate and distinct things. Cities can, 
and have full power to make their own wharves; 
and such a thing as asking this Government to 
make a wharf has never been known. When we 
draw this Tstinetion, in reference to the honorable 
gentleman’s argument, it all falls to the ground. 

Mr. McDONALD. Does the channel of the 
Mississippi want deepening opposite St. Louis? 

Mr. BOWLIN. t will explain the whole mat- 
ter directly. It does not want deepening. Tlie | 
channel of the Mississippi opposite St. Louis, as 
everybody knows, has an alluvial bottom, and the 
river at this particular spot separates to an enor- 
mous width. Islands and bars grow up so as al- 
most to obstruct the navigation of the river alto- 
gether, immediately oppose the city, as a very || 
natural consequence of this movable bottom. tt H 
is to check this operation that the Government || 
had engaged in this work before ever I had a seat |) 
in this House. Estimates are recularly made at || 
the Department for this work, and I think that it || 
is one thatas much as any deserves appropriations || 
from this Government. It is intended to force the || 
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' channel of water to keep its natural course 

7 : » and to 

|| prevent it from throwing up sand-banks and sand. 

| islands so as to, as it has sometimes done, almost 
obstruct the navigation of the river for some five 

or six miles below the city. 


*Mr.McGAUGHEY moved to amend Mr, Mp. 
y reducing the appropria- 


Mr. McG. said: I will reply to my colle 
who seems to have been Has ae of Somme 
with me, that if he seeks sucha controversy he shail 
not find me disinclined to enter into the Ses with 
him. I did not say that I rejoiced that the com. 
mittee had voted down his proposition for an ap. 
propriation for the improvement of the Wabash 
river. I said that I approved of the wisdom of 
the friends of the bill in voting it down becansghe 
was Sailing under false colors. He pretends to be 
a friend of this bill, and yet he voted in every way 
to postpone its consideration. He pretended that 
if this appropriation for the Wabash had been 
adopted he would vote for the whole bill, whep 
really his object was to destroy it. He did 
not for the purpose of strengthening the bill or 
improving the Wabash, but for the purpose of 
breaking it down. He proposes the appropriation 
for the Wabash, and as an object of appropriation 
I confess it seems to me that it is a very proper 
one, and therefore I could not vote against it. At 
the same time, as I said, his object was so evident- 
ly to break down the bill and not to assist in good 
faith in its passage, while I was not rejoiced, I could 
not fail tosee the wisdom of the friends of the bill in 


| voting down a proper object when it was proposed 


by an enemy in disguise, and for the purpese of de- 


| Stroying the measure. When an enemy openly as- 
| sails you for the purpose of destroying what you 


are anxious to accomplish, it is wise to resist him 
and destroy his means of attack, even though 
the thing to be destroyed is in itself good. It is 
necessary to destroy these means, good as they 
[ know that the valley of the Wabash 
is one of the richest in the United States, and its pro- 


|| ductions are as valuable and as abundant as those 
| of any portion of the country. 


of I think also that 
proper appropriatiorfs. ought to be made for the 
rere erent of the navigation of that river, and 


if | thought it would pass I would propose an ap- 
propre. But wheh I ask other members to 
eave out their appropriations I am willing to make 


an e . 


ae sacrifice my I am therefore really a 
to this bill. I would vote for it if you struck 
out all the appropriations for the Mississippi river, 


| although I believe these appropriations to be the 


most just and needful of any prdposed. 1| will not 
refuse, if necessary, to sustain the commerce of 
the lakes because My own favorite appropriation 
cannot be adopted—the improvement of the Mis- 

pi river. I am for doing as much good of 
this ye as we can, and will not refuse to do any 
because I cannot accomplish all that I desire. Not 


|| like my colleague, who has pushed this appro- 
| priation for the Wabash river, did I try to make 


the various other general appropriation bills spe- 
cial orders, on the motion of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, with a view to 
cut off this bill. On this motion my colleague 
[Mr. McDonatp] was voting with Mr. Bayzr, 
and so were all my colleagues except the gentle- 


| man who represents the lake district. That gentle- 


man and rie are the only Representatives from 
Indiana who did not vote thus to postpone the 
river and harbor bill. They have sailed under 
false colors. 

Mr. JULIAN, (interposing.) Does the gentle- 
man include me amongst those of his colleagues 
sailing under false colors? e 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. Oh, no; I believe you 
are right. I had my eye on the Democracy, and 
I overlooked Free-Soilism. eo I believe 
my respected colleague is right on this point; and 
it is about the only thing upon which he is right. 

Laughter.] I will give him that credit at least. 

hope he will excuse me for overlooking him. 
There is so little Free-Soil in my State that I had 
forgotten there was any, and that it had a repre- 
sentative here. 

Now, sir, my colleague ca 
when he can get it right. 
a general appropriation bill righ 
are command to vote for them. 

a general appropriation bill that was not at least 
$5,000,000 too much. But we must choose be- 
tween two evils. We must either refuse, these 


n vote for this bill, 
hen did we ever get 
t? And yet we 
I never voted for 








